
Diamond Williams 
_---~,.....-;'~-6NDBNCE \ 

From: Diamond Williams Fi"'~' eLK· CORRESP 
Sent: Monday, June 07, 2010 8:15 AM .:.' .. , '. ' ..0 Pur';" Oil C~j 

l 

Ellen Plendl ,L.lA.Jll'umSn1t1 • "t?.\ 3~03To: 
Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco i \Y)CUMENT l'~O.~-- • 
Subject: FW: Email ! "'·l...r;~'>l':).'JnON: ._-----t l.l ..;: '." 'J • ."...,..

Attachments: FW: Please share this with PSC; Re: Gainesville =Gko Biom73-;pi:nt 

FW: Please Re: Gainesville 
lre this with PS(GRU Biomass p. . . . . d '11 bId

Thank you for thIS mfonnatlOn. These attachments have been pnnted an WI e pace 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 0904S1-EI. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.us 
Phone:8S0-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ellen Plendl 
Sent: Monday, June 07, 2010 8:13 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco 
Subject: Email 

See attached email and response to be placed in correspondence side of Docket No. 0904S1-EI. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Governor Charlie Crist [Charlie.Crist@eog.myflorida.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 04, 2010 1 :24 PM 
To: Ellen Plendl 
Subject: FW: Please share this with PSC 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott, Joni [mailto:JonLScott@dep.stateJ1.us] 
Sent: Friday, June 04, 20101:17 PM 
To: Governor Charlie Crist 
Subject: Please share this with PSC 

Thanks, 
Joni Scott 
DEP Public Services 

The Department ofEnvironmental Protection values your feedback as a customer. DEP Secretary Michael W. 

Sole is committed to continuously assessing and improving the level and quality of services provided to you. 

Please take a few minutes to comment on the quality of service you received. Copy the urI below to a web 

browser to complete the DEP 

survey: 

http://survey.dep.state.fl.us/?refemail=Joni.Scott@dep.state.fl.us Thank you in advance for completing the 

survey. 


From: Governor Charlie Crist [mailto:Charlie.Crist@eog.myflorida.com] 

Sent: Friday, June 04, 2010 10:05 AM 

To: Office of Citizens Services 

Subject: FW: Gainesville =GRU Biomass plant 


-----Original M essage----
From: Dino schibuola [mailto:dusI945@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Friday, June 04, 201010:04 AM 

To: Governor Charlie Crist 

Subject: Gainesville =GRU Biomass plant 


Dear Governor Crist, 

Recently the PSC you appointed basically overturned their previous position and voted to authorize the city of 

Gainesville to proceed with above project. 

Every credible study finds that no expansion is needed for at least 20 years. 

The current coal plant could be easily and cheaply expanded when and if the need arise and it benefits from the 

existing railroad siding and infrastructure while the biomass add-on would re Dino S. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Randy Roland 
Sent: Monday, June 07,20108:09 AM 
To: 'dus 1945@yahoo.com' 
Subject: Re: Gainesville =GRU Biomass plant 

Mr. Dino Schibuola 
dus 1945@yahoo.com 

Dear Mr. Schibuola: 

The Governor's office forwarded a copy ofyour email regarding Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) 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 concerns about the joint petition 
to determine need for Gainesville Renewable Energy Center in Alachua County, by Gainesville Regional 
Utilities and Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. 

On May 27, 2010, the PSC approved the need for a renewable energy plant in Gainesville. 

Although the PSC has no rate-making authority over GRU, the PSC must review and approve all building 
proposals for more than 75 megawatts of steam electrical generation. PSC Commissioners heard GRU 
customer comments about the proposed plant at a December 9,2009, customer meeting in Gainesville and at 
two technical hearings in Tallahassee, where the utility and GREC gave testimony, on May 3,2010, and May 
27,2010, respectively. 

Any rate impact on GRU customers would be the result ofGainesville City Commission policy decisions to 
pursue additional renewable generation. Environmental impacts and other issues related to the power plant and 
associated facilities will be considered by those agencies with jurisdiction. 

I will add your comments to the correspondence side of Docket No. 090451-EI. 

Ifyou have any questions, 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 Florida Public Service Commission 
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FPSC,eLK-CORRESPONDENCE 
AdntltdltlllM_......:L:"c..-er 

Ann .C..w.o.~le.."............w~~~\-~,~~w... www._~~DOCUMElfi...NQ. \ \3 \3- ()St. "W~'m'u" 

From: Ann Cole DISTRIBUTION: _----
Sent: Friday, May 28,201010:45 AM 

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's 
GREC biomass project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

Attachments: PSC-GREC-MEDIA ADVISORY.5.27.10.doc 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondemce - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 10:16 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC 
biomass project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 090451-EM. Thanks, Ann. 

Roberta S. Bass 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
(850) 413-6016 (Office) 
(850) 413-6017 (Facsimile) 
(850) 559-7291 (Mobile) 
[9berta. bass@psc"state.fI.us 

From: Michael Canney [mailto:alachuagreen@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 11:04 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Klement; Office Of 
Commissioner Edgar; Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Subject: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

MEDIA ADVISORY 

Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - May 27,2010 

Contacts 
Dian Deevey 352 373 0181 diandv@bellsouth.nej 
Paula Stahmer 352 222 1063. Ra.Y1a§tatLrnr@aol.com 

5/28/2010 
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Michael Canney 3522784031 alachuagre~en@gmqll,com 
Karen Orr 3523728712 KJ'lren@energyjustice.net 

GAINESVILLE, FL - May 27 As the Florida Public Service Commission convenes today to reach a final decision 
on permitting a new 100 Megawatt power generation facility in Gainesville, opponents of the project are calling on 
the PSC commissioners to deny the Certification of Need applied for by Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC (GREC). Citizen Interveners Paula Stahmer and Dian Deevey have 
presented extensive arguments in opposition to the Petitioners' application" and they are asking the PSC to take a 
new EPA rule on carbon emissions into account as they evaluate the Petitioners' application. 

According to Intervener Dian Deevey, "The City Commissioners and citizens who promoted this biomass plant will 
be devastated when they fully realize how much ratepayers will suffer and how long the City will be in hock to 
American Renewables or its successor company." Deevey is an Environmental Scientist and current chair of the 
Alachua County Environmental Advisory Committee. 

Paula Stahmer, Gainesville resident and former Conservation Chair of the Suwannee-St. John's Sierra Club, has 
questioned both the need for the power plant and the escalated cost. "The highly inflated expense of this 
unnecessary project will end up costing ratepayers billions over the 30 years of the contract," Stahmer said, "and 
this huge public investment will be for antiquated technology that is not carbon neutral, despite what plant 
proponents night claim." Stahmer warns that a new EPA rule released on May 14 calls into question the claim by 
the Petitioners that woody biomass incineration is "carbon neutral." The interveners have filed a motion asking the 
PSC to reopen the hearing to consider how this new EPA rule may affect the economically viability of the project. 

Citizens have been speaking out in public meetings, writing letters and op·-ed articles, and submitting public 
testimony to the PSC during the hearing process. Local groups expressing opposition to the power plant include 
the Alachua County Green Party, the Energy Justice Network, Suwannee-StJohns Group of the Sierra Club (SSJ 
Sierra Club), the Alachua County NAACP, and Women for Wise Growth. State groups include the Florida League 
of Conservation Voters (FLCV), the and Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise (FAID) 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President of the Alachua County Branch of the NAACP, says, "The Alachua County Branch 
of the NAACP does not object to the building of a biomass plant. We object the building of a plant so soon, the 
size of the plant, and the impact the cost of the plant will have on the bills of members of the low socioeconomic 
and minority communities, who are already paying rates at the highest tier." 

Karen Orr, Chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, actively opposes the biomass project. Orr says "Biomass 
incineration is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not carbon neutral, it's not 
environmentally-friendly and it's not ecologically sound." 

Tom Bussing, PhD, former mayor of Gainesville, says, "The ratepayers will end up paying for this folly, with 
jacked up bills and "stranded assets" littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts of 
overcapacity, for power that we do not need." Dr. Bussing calls into question the Gainesville City Commission's 
process for approving the plant. "It is a mystery to me how the Gainesville City commissioners were able to plan 
their coordinated and well-orchestrated performances, under the Florida Sunshine Law. The lack of transparency 
has been scandalous," Bussing said, "Rather than depend upon their factual filings, the Petitioners have 
orchestrated a political dog-and-pony show for the PSC, in order to pressure the Commissioners to make a 
decision in their favor." 

Michael Canney, co-chair of the Alachua County Green Party and spokesperson for the Green Party of 
Florida, says his party opposes the GREC biomass project. "Greens have long advocated investment in 
renewable energy technologies, but this project is not ecologically sound or economically responsible," Canney 
said. "I was shocked when I saw how GRU and American Renewables hid important information from the public, 
and how they pulled a 'bait and switch' when the final contract was drawn up." Canney adds, "The City 
Commission's eagerness to approve a $500 million dollar boondoggle was extremely disappointing, when the 
original 'binding contract' called for a $300 million project and there was no credible justification provided for the 
radically increased cost. If the Public Service Commission sets politics aside and rules strictly on the merits of this 
application, they will vote to deny this overpriced and unnecessary project." 

References 

5/28/2010 

mailto:KJ'lren@energyjustice.net


Page 301:'; 

PSC Docket No. 090451-EM (all documents filed in case) 

http://lI!'!!':N-1Jsc~state. fl. u s/dockets/cms/docketF iIings2. agLx?dQ.cket=090451 


GRUIGREC Petition to determine need for 100Mw biomass plant in Alachua County 

http://www.psc.state.fl.us1l.lbrary/filings/09/09699-09/(L9699-09Jtdf . 


Redacted Power Purchase Agreement signed 4/29/09, filed 10/23/09 

nttp :lIwww.psc.state.fl.usllibrary/filinqsj1)(;jl10821=-Q(;jjJQJ321=-09.ru:lf 


Redacted Haddad reports 

1)tt~:II~~pscLgSJ1~lLusllibraJy1fi!ings/10L04091..JQLQ1Q9.1-JQ,ru;ll 


Interveners' Amended Joint Emergency Motion to reopen - 04417-10 May 25,2010 

bttQ)/www.p~c..~late~fl~u_sllibLa_ryLfilin.gs/10104417-10/Q1A17-10.ru;ll 


'Biomass' Fact Sheet nttQ~IL~en!2IgylY~11c5lLneUbl9Jnass/jtUlniog,b1mJ 

Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise b..t1P-:/I~-'.biomess.neJ 

Florida League of Conservation Voters 'biomass' page http://www.flcv.com/biomass.html 

FLCV Op-Ed in the Gainesville Sun: bttpllWYt'W.-9ainesville.cQmLarti~te12J)J 00414LQPINIOf'ILQ~11AlO~Q1{: 

j IQEINJ~:tN 


Background: Cost of plant rose from $300 million to $500 million with no oversight by Gainesville City 
Commission 
In January 2009, GRU hired a private consulting firm to evaluate the escalated cost of the plant. In a report 
produced in February. Haddad Resource Management stated:, " ...the proposed escalator applied to the 
timeframe that would have affected pricing cannot SUbstantiate a requested 42% cost based increase .... " The 
Haddad report went on to say that "the price for the project in December 2008 should have been 2% less 
expensive than the original price proposed." Ignoring the information in the Haddad reports, much of which was 
redacted and hidden from the public, GRU and the Commission signed a final contract with a price increase of 
$200 million (about 66% over the original price proposed). 

5/28/2010 
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MEDIA ADVISORY 

Local citizens call on PSC to deny Certificate of Need for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - May 27,2010 

Contacts 
Dian Deevey 3523730181 diandv@bellsouth.net 
Paula Stahmer 3522221063. paulastahmr@aol.com 
Michael Canney 352 278 4031 alachuagreen@gmail.com 
Karen Orr 352372-8712 karen@energyjustice.net 

GAINESVILLE, FL - May 27 As the Florida Public Service Commission convenes today to reach a final 
decision on permitting a new 100 Megawatt power generation facility in Gainesville, opponents of the 
project are calling on the PSC commissioners to deny the Certification of Need applied for by Gainesville 
Regional Utilities (GRU) and Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC (GREC). Citizen Interveners 
Paula Stahmer and Dian Deevey have presented extensive arguments in opposition to the Petitioners' 
application, and they are asking the PSC to take a new EPA rule on carbon emissions into account as 
they evaluate the Petitioners' application. 

According to Intervener Dian Deevey, "The City Commissioners and citizens who promoted this biomass 
plant will be devastated when they fully realize how much ratepayers will suffer and how long the City will 
be in hock to American Renewables or its successor company." Deevey is an Environmental Scientist 
and current chair of the Alachua County Environmental Advisory Committee. 

Paula Stahmer, Gainesville resident and former Conservation Chair of the Suwannee-St. John's Sierra 
Club, has questioned both the need for the power plant and the escalated cost. "The highly inflated 
expense of this unnecessary project will end up costing ratepayers billions over the 30 years of the 
contract," Stahmer said, "and this huge public investment will be for antiquated technology that is not 
carbon neutral, despite what plant proponents night claim." Stahmer warns that a new EPA rule released 
on May 14 calls into question the claim by the Petitioners that woody biomass incineration is "carbon 
neutral." The interveners have filed a motion asking the PSC to reopen the hearing to consider how this 
new EPA rule may affect the economically viability of the project. 

Citizens have been speaking out in public meetings, writing letters and op-ed articles, and submitting 
public testimony to the PSC during the hearing process. Local groups expressing oppOSition to the power 
plant include the Alachua County Green Party, the Energy Justice Network, Suwannee-StJohns Group of 
the Sierra Club (SSJ Sierra Club), the Alachua County NAACP, and Women for Wise Growth. State 
groups include the Florida League of Conservation Voters (FLCV), the and Floridians Against Incinerators 
In Disguise (FAID) 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President of the Alachua County Branch of the NAACP, says, "The Alachua County 
Branch of the NAACP does not object to the building of a biomass plant. We object the building of a plant 
so soon, the size of the plant, and the impact the cost of the plant will have on the bills of members of the 
low socioeconomic and minority communities, who are already paying rates at the highest tier." 

Karen Orr, Chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, actively opposes the biomass project. Orr says 
"Biomass incineration is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, irs not renewable, it's not carbon 
neutral, it's not environmentally-friendly and it's not ecologically sound." 

Tom Bussing, PhD, former mayor of Gainesville, says, liThe ratepayers will end up paying for this folly, 
with jacked up bills and "stranded assets" littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts 
of overcapacity, for power that we do not need." Dr. Bussing calls into question the Gainesville City 

mailto:karen@energyjustice.net
mailto:alachuagreen@gmail.com
mailto:paulastahmr@aol.com
mailto:diandv@bellsouth.net


Commission's process for approving the plant. "It is a mystery to me how the Gainesville City 
commissioners were able to plan their coordinated and well~orchestrated performances, under the Florida 
Sunshine Law. The lack of transparency has been scandalous," Bussing said. "Rather than depend upon 
their factual filings, the Petitioners have orchestrated a political dog~ancl~pony show for the PSC, in order 
to pressure the Commissioners to make a decision in their favor." 

Michael Canney, co~chair of the Alachua County Green Party and spokesperson for the Green Party of 
Florida, says his party opposes the GREC biomass project. "Greens have long advocated investment in 
renewable energy technologies, but this project is not ecologically sound or economically responsible," 
Canney said. "I was shocked when I saw how GRU and American Renewables hid important information 
from the public, and how they pulled a 'bait and switch' when the final contract was drawn up." Canney 
adds, liThe City Commission's eagerness to approve a $500 million doilar boondoggle was extremely 
disappointing, when the original 'binding contract' called for a $300 million project and there was no 
credible justification provided for the radically increased cost. If the Public Service Commission sets 
politiCS aside and rules strictly on the merits of this application, they will vote to deny this overpriced and 
unnecessary project." 

References 

PSC Docket No. 090451~EM (all documents filed in case) 
http://www.psc.state.fl.us/dockets/cms/docketFilings2.aspx?docket=090451 

GRU/GREC Petition to determine need for 100Mw biomass plant in Alachua County 
http://www.psc.state.f1.usllibrary/filings/09/09699~09/09699~09 . pdf . 

Redacted Power Purchase Agreement signed 4/29/09, filed 10/23/09 
http://www.psc.state.fl.us/library/filings/09/1 0821 ~09/1 0821-09.pdf 

Redacted Haddad reports 
http://www.psc.state.fl.us/!ibrarylfilings/10104091-1 0104091-1 O. pdf 

Interveners' Amended Joint Emergency Motion to reopen - 04417-10 May 25,2010 
http://www.psc.stateJl.usllibrary/filings/1 0/04417-10104417-10. pdf 

'Biomass' Fact Sheet http://www.energyjustice.netlbiomass/burning.html 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise http://www.biomess.net 
Florida League of Conservation Voters 'biomass' page http://www.flcv.com/biomass.html 
FLCV Op-Ed in the Gainesville Sun: http://www.gainesville.com/article/20100414/0PINION03/414100 1/~ 
1/0PINION 

Background: Cost of plant rose from $300 million to $500 million with no oversight by Gainesville 
City Commission 
In January 2009, GRU hired a private consulting firm to evaluate the escalated cost of the plant. In a 
report produced in February, Haddad Resource Management stated:, " ... the proposed escalator applied 
to the timeframe that would have affected pricing cannot substantiate a requested 42% cost based 
increase .... " The Haddad report went on to say that "the price for the project in December 2008 should 
have been 2% less expensive than the original price proposed." Ignoring the information in the Haddad 
reports, much of which was redacted and hidden from the public, GRU and the Commission signed a final 
contract with a price increase of $200 million (about 66% over the original price proposed). 
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Ann Col~_~_\:1l~_'£\~ ---oo:=o~~~-- ",_,,'m''''m'~,.'' 
From: Ann Cole DISTRIBUTION: 

Sent: Friday, May 28,201010:44 AM ----- 

To: Bill McNulty 


Cc: Cristina Slaton; Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 


Subject: RE: Docket No. 090451-EI Correspondence. 


Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Bill McNulty 
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 10:09 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Cristina Slaton 
Subject: Docket No. 090451-EI Correspondence. 

Ann, 

Betty Johnson of Madison, Florida called yesterday to voice her concerns as a Florida 
citizen about the Commission's vote yesterday on Docket No. 090451-EI (GRU/GREC Need 
Determination). She stated there was not a genuine need for the plant, the cost impact was 
too high, and statutory concerns were not met. She indicated she will be contacting the 
Governor's office to relay these same concerns. 

Please place this in the correspondence side of the docket file. 

Thank you, 

Bill 

Bill McNulty 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Skop 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0855 
(850) 413-6028 (office) 
(850) 413-6029 (fax) 
bmcnulty@psc.state.fI.us 

5/2812010 
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State of F'lorida 

JUblic~.erfric.e <!tnmmhadnn 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 

-~-~-~-{)-Jt-j\-~-])-lJ-~-

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 27,2010 

DorothY~.aseo, Chief Deputy Commission Clerk, Office of Commissione 
Clerk 

~ ,Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk 

~;~est to Place Documents in the Correspondence File 

Please place the attached information in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 

Representatives, in Docket No. 0904S1-EM, as requested by the Office of Chairman Argenziano. 


Thank you. 

Letter to Chairman Argenziano from Ron Saff, M.D. (with envelope) 

Letter to Chairman Argenziano from Karen Orr (with envelope) 

Letter to Chairman Argenziano from Monica Cooper (with envelope) 
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p-£\llergy

l\C1\stlima 


Ronald H. Saff, M.D. ChristineStabley,PA-CDIAGNOSTIC TREATMENT CENTER 

Board Certified Allergy & Immunology C,nti§e4 J.. sistant 
Board Certified Internal Medicine 

Certified Clinical Research Investigator ACRP FPSC. eLK :C-ORRESPONn.ENCE 
Certified Physician Investigator AAPP . C" n ..... ies r\iI\ I onSlllnero Mmilusit8Uve .J J ".. ~' 

\D<.;CUtIlENT N?JI3\:")· Ol_ 
5/18/2010 mSTIUBUT10N:. . ----

....... 
Chairman Nancy Argenziano 
Florida Public Service Commission C) 

0-.. 
~ 

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. n 
t-:') 

.. 
-< 
N 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 r 
I'l::' . -..I 

:;.ci (.. 
A~ 

RE: Gainesville Biomass c:. 
.<.

1..0 

W 
Dear Commissioner, w 

I was the asthma specialist from the Environment and Health Section of the Florida Med 
Assoc who was the first speaker at the PSC meeting who addressed you about deadly 
emissions from biomass plants. Many of the same deadly chemicals including benzene and 
volatile organic compounds present in the Gulf oil spill are the same harmful ones found in 
biomass plants emissions!(Oil spill may endanger health.doc) Since I spoke, I have found out 
about other medical and environmental organizations that have raised concerns about these 
poison producing biomass plants in addition to the Fla Med Assoc, Physicians for Social 
Responsibility (PSR-press_release.pdf) and Massachusetts Medical Society (massmed.doc) 
and American Lung Association that I mentioned. Specifically, the North Carolina Academy 
of Family Physicians is troubled about" the numerous and serious adverse health 
consequences that can result from human exposure to the components of emissions of 
biomass burning"(North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians.doc). A letter from 
Biofuelwatch and the Biomass Accountability Project to the National Sierra Club stated 
"biomass is dirty energy and should not be promoted as a bridge to a clean energy future and 
notes that "wood burning biomass releases 1.5X as much carbon dioxide per megawatt as 
coal." 

In short, just like we know the deadly consequences of smoking cigarettes, the medical 
evidence about the dangers of biomass plant emissions are well known to the medical 
community and are compelling. That is because cigarette smoke and biomass plant emissions 
share some of the same lethal chemicals: carbon monoxide and acrolein. I am not sure who 
this Dr. Cantwell is whose testimony was read to you, but she is not a member of the Florida 
Medical Association's Env and Health Section, and just like you will find a few kooky 
scientists who will testify that there is no such thing as global warming, there are a few 
oddball physicians that are ignorant of the science and will use fallacies rather than facts. 

The Scientific American article (A Path to Sustainable Energy.pdf) I provided dismissed 
biofuel plants as too polluting and stated that we can meet our energy needs from wind, water 
and solar but the barrier is politicaL As a PSC Commissioner, you can serve to catalyze the 
transition to truly clean energy. The American Lung Association has previously pointed out 
(ALA_national_letter.pdf), in this country of vast technological resources, nobody should be 
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forced to sacrifice their health for the production of electricity and they oppose biomass 
plants. The Gulf spill exemplifies the need for our leaders to protect our health rather than 
letting polluting industries make decisions that enrich them at the expense of our precious 
well being. Numerous attachments are ~bo~e. Thank~, ~nd feel free to call 850-766-7886. 

~lIr tc.-t ~~~ ,,\;1.. ,,<)k..w

~$~t"'O 
Member, Environment and Health Section Florida Medical Association 

Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 
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June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chairman 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly harm lung health ofmillions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-term public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transformation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also e:ndanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of40 different toxic substances, increases the risk of developing lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encounterled pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands of people every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-term difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

http:www.LungUSA.org
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The legislation should support state and local air pollution control efforts and include strong controls on 
major sources of emissions. Please include stronger controls on coal-fired power plants and other major 
industrial sources that also reduce sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other toxic air 
contaminant emissions. 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothennal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion ofbiomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions ofnitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health ofchildren, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

The American Lung Association thanks you for the opportunity to share our perspective. 

Sincerely, 

'--.•./ 

Charles D. Connor 
President & CEO 



North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians 

April 19, 2010 

The Honorable Dee Freeman 
Secretary 
N.C. Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1601 

Dear Secretary Freeman: 

In recognition of the numerous and serious adverse health consequences that can result from 
human exposure to the components of emissions of biomass burning, the North Carolina 
Academy of Family Physicians (NCAFP) is issuing a letter of concern regarding the 
development of biomass burning plants in the State of North Carolina. 

Biomass burning of poultry litter and wood wastes creates emissions of particulate matter that 
research has shown increase the risk of premature death, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and 
heart disease. (1, 2) This burning process also creates numerous byproducts, including 
nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds that increase smog and ozone, which are 
known to increase lung disease and mortality (3); sulfur dioxides which also contribute to 
respiratory disease (4); arsenic which can increase the risk of cancer (5); mercury which can 
increase the risk of brain and kidney disease and affect the developing fetus (6); and dioxins 
which may increase the risk of cancer, heart disease, diabetes mellitus, developmental delays 
in children, neurotoxicity, and thyroid disease (7). These health effects would increase 
disability and death in all age groups, but particularly in the most vulnerable developing 
fetuses, newborns, children, those with chronic illness, and thE! elderly. As a result of this 
increased disability and disease, medical costs in the state will increase. 

One of the reasons for encouraging renewable energy through legislation like the North 
Carolina Clean Smokestack law was to provide cleaner air for citizens. However, there is 
concern that burning of poultry litter may result in similar or greater emissions of nitrogen 
oxides, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, and carbon dioxide to coalburning plants (8). 
The NCAFP requests that the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources strongly consider the potentially harmful consequences to the health and 
wellbeing of North Carolina citizens when contemplating the permitting of biomass burning 
plants in the state. 

With best regards, 

R.W. (Chip) Watkins, MD, MPH 
President, NC Academy of Family Physicians 

cc: Jeffrey P. Engle, MD, North Carolina State Health Director 
Jennifer L. Mullendore, MD, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Thomas R. White, MD, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Gregory K. Griggs, MPA, CAE, NCAFP Executive Vice President 





ii: £~ PH~N5PSR I~J ::.o~~l 
"'"iff/A."" ~i0'>!;""~'ff4""j',,,~" """,-;;;y", ,*,,' 


.. ,,"'," > M' '*" ""'~ '\i/~' "'" 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

PRESS ADVISORY 


February 4, 2010 

Contact: 

Dr. Henry Rosenberg 
(413) 586-9781 
hyvr5@cohuubia ed!) 

PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSffiILITY !PIONEER VALLEY OPPOSE 
CONSTRUCTION OF BIOMASS POWER PLANTS IN THE PIONEER VALLEY 

It is the finding of the Physicians for Social Responsibility that the biomass power plants being proposed for 
several Pioneer Valley locations would contribute to particulate air pollution emissions in a region that already 
has pollution problems, and therefore we oppose the construction and operation of such plants. 

Particulate air pollution is deadly. This has been stated by the American Lung Association, the American Heart 
Association, the World Health Association, and the US Environmental Protection Agency. According to the 
World Health Association roughly 800,000 people globally die annually from exposure to particulate air 
pollution. 

Since the Stone Age hominids have been dependent on biomass combustion as an energy source for heating, 
cooking, and even protection from wild beasts. The ancient Roman philosopher Seneca (61 AD ) noted the 
adverse health effects ofcombustion-related "pestilential vapors and soot". Since medieval times air pollution 
from combustion has been recognized as a cause of adverse health effects, which lead to the banning of coal 
burning in London in the 13 century and again during Elizabeth I's reign. Particulate air pollution, specifically, 
has been recognized a cause of excesS mortality since the infamous London Fog episode of 1952 which was 
responsible for thousands ofdeaths. Currently, the World Health Organization estimates particulate air pollution 
to be the 13th leading cause ofdeath globally. 

Hundreds more modern epidemiologic studies have described an association between elevated particulate air 
pollution levels and mortality and other adverse health effects. 

In the 1980s many large cross sectional studies observed an association between living in an area with higher 
particulate air pollution levels and increased mortality rates. Since the 1990s time series studies have 
consistently shown that when particulate air pollution rises, within a day or two mortality rates increase. Case 
control studies identified the groups at increased risk of death during these episodes; these are the elderly, and 
those with chronic heart and lung disease. Since the 1990s prospective cohort studies have followed individuals 
with defined risk characteristics (for example, smoking, occupation, etc) and found that those living in areas 
with higher particulate air pollution levels have a higher risk of dying. 

Strikingly, these associations have a linear dose response relationship. Thus, as particulate air pollution levels 
rise, mortality rates rise; as pollution levels drop, mortality rates drop. Studies have consistently not observed a 
threshold for this effect, in other words, the excess mortality effect is observed down to very low air pollution 
levels, well below those levels that the US EPA officially considers safe according to their National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards. Reportedly the EPA is reconsidering those standards to bring them more in line with the 
scientific data. 



The association between particulate air pollution levels and mortality is considered causal; in other words, the 
scientific research has satisfied the criteria for considering the association proven. This is based on a clear dose 
response relationship, a remarkable consistency of the results observed by many different investigators using 
different techniques in different geographic regions, even throughout the world. Furthermore, the association is 
consistent with findings of many studies which find adverse health effects of particulate air pollution: increased 
asthma attacks, increased asthma medication use, increased days lost from school and work due to chest illness, 
increased emergency room use for heart and lung disease, and increased hospitalization rates. Additionally, the 
biological mechanisms have been clarified in recent years: particulate air pollution causes anginal chest pain, 
electrocardiogram changes indicating inadequate oxygen supply to the heart, increases in cardiac autonomic 
instability, increases in cardiac rhythm disturbances, and increases in myocardial infarction (heart attack). 
Indeed, there is no known component of the unstable cardiac syndrome which is not exacerbated by particulate 
air pollution continues. This concatenation of findings has led the scientific community to consider the 
association between exposure to particulate air pollution and increased cardiac and pulmonary mortality to be 
considered causal. 

Most recently, a study in the New England Journal of Medicine I examined life expectancy in 211 counties 
associated with 51 United States cities; this study found that a decrease in 10 microgram per cubic meter in air 
pollution levels was associated with a 0.6 year improvement in life expe(;tancy. Interestingly, Springfield, 
Massachusetts was a city included in the study. According to the interactive graphic published on the associated 
web site, from 1978 to 1982 Springfield has a PM2.5 (fine particulate air pollution) level of 17.6 microgram per 
cubic meter, and from 1997 to 2001, PM2.5 was 11.5 . This drop in air pollution was accompanied by an 
increase in life expectancy from 74.7 to 77.1 years. Elimination of particulate air pollution would be expected to 
result in an increase in life expectancy of most of a year. Clearly, any increase in air pollution, as would result 
from the construction of a major new particulate air pollution source, would result in a lowering of life 
expectancy, trending to reverse gains made in the last 20 years. 

If the proposed biomass power plants are built in the Pioneer Valley, the resulting excess air pollution would 
exacerbate an already unacceptable public health burden. 

1 Pope CA III, Ezzati M, and Dockery OW. Fine-Particulate Air Pollution and Life Expectancy in the United States. N Engl J Med 
2009;360:376-86) 

Other sources: 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (2004); Air quality criteria for particulate matter; US Environmental Protection Agency; 

American Thoracic Society (1996); Health effects of outdoor air pollution. Committee of the Environmental and Occupational Health 
Assembly of the American Thoracic Society; Am J Respir Crit Care Med 153(1): 3-50 

R. D. Brook, et aJ (2004); Air pollution and cardiovascular disease: a statement for healthcare professionals from the Expert Panel on 
Population and Prevention Science of the American Heart Association.; Circulation \09(2655-2671 

C. A. Pope, 3rd, M. Ezzati and D. W. Dockery (2009); Fine-particulate air pollution and life expectancy in the United States; N EngJ J 
Med 360(4): 376-86 

C. A. Pope, 3rd (2007); Mortality effects of longer term exposures to fine particulate air pollution: review of recent epidemiological 
evidence; lnhal Toxicol 19 Suppl 1(33-8 

C. A. Pope, 3rd (2000); Epidemiology of fine particulate air pollution and human health: biologic mechanisms and who's at risk?; 
Environmental Health Perspective 108 SuppI4(713-23 

J. H. Dickey (2000); Part VII. Air pollution: overview of sources and health effects; Dis Mon 46(9): 566-89 



Oil spill may endanger human health, officials say 
Copyright 2010 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. 

By JOHN FLESHER (AP) - May 7, 2010 

NEW ORLEANS - With a huge and unpredictable oil slick drifting in the Gulf of Mexico, state and 
federal authorities are preparing to deal with a variety of hazards to human health if and when the full 
brunt of the toxic mess washes ashore. 

The list of potential threats runs from temporary, minor nuisances such as runny noses and headaches 
to long-term risks such as cancer if contaminated seafood ends up in the marketplace. While waiting to 
see how bad things will get, public health agencies are monitoring air quality, drinking water supplies 
and seafood processing plants and advising people to take precautions. 

"We don't know how long this spill will last or how much oil we'll be dealing with, so there's a lot of 
unknowns," said Dr. Jimmy Guidry, Louisiana's state health director. "But we're going to make things 
as safe as humanly possible." 

Oil has been spewing into the Gulf at a rate of at least 200,000 gallons a day since an offshore drilling 
rig exploded on April 20, killing 11 people. Little if any has reached land thus far, but shifts in wind 
speed and direction could propel the slick toward populated areas. 

In a possible hint of things to come, a foul stench drifted over parts of southwestern Louisiana last 
week. The oil probably was the culprit, said Alan Levine, secretary of the Louisiana Department of 
Health and Hospitals, whose office heard about dozens of complaints - even from state legislators in 
New Orleans, some 130 miles from the leaky undersea well. 

"Their eyes were burning, they felt nauseated, they were smelling it," Levine said. 

Farther up the coast at Shell Beach, marina operator and commercial fisherman Robert Campo said the 
smell gave him a headache as he collected oysters 20 miles offshore. "It was rotten," he said. 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has began round-the-clock air monitoring in Gulf coastal 
areas and posting online hourly readings for ozone and tiny particles such as soot. Both can cause 
respiratory problems and are particularly aggravating for people with chronic conditions such as 
asthma. 

Crude oil emits volatile organic compounds that react with nitrogen oxides to produce ozone. Fires 
being set by the Coast Guard to bum offoil on the water's surface would produce sooty, acrid smoke. 

"We don't know what the impacts are going to be yet," said Dave Bary, an EPA spokesman in Dallas. 
"We don't know in what direction this oil will go." 

The potential for unhealthy air quality depends on a variety of factors, particularly the speed and 
direction of winds that could disperse fumes and determine where they go, said Jonathan Ward, an 
environmental toxicology professor at the University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston. 

With the leaky Gulf well some 50 miles offshore, Ward said much of the oil vapor likely wouldn't reach 
land, although the potential for air pollution from the slick will remain as long as the leak continues. 

Public health agencies in Alabama, Louisiana and Mississippi advised people near the coast who 
experience nausea, headaches or other smell-related ailments to stay inside, tum on air conditioners and 
avoid exerting themselves outdoors. 

In addition to air pollution, officials also were guarding against health problems from tainted drinking 
water and seafood. 



Some communities, including New Orleans, get their supplies from the Mississippi River. Its southerly 
currents will prevent oil from drifting upstream to city intake pipes, and the Coast Guard is making sure 
that any ships with oil-coated hulls are scrubbed down before proceeding up the river, Guidry said. 

Even so, the state health department has ordered testing of municipal water systems near the Gulf for 
signs of oiL 

"It's next to impossible that a high amount would get in," Guidry said. "Even if some got through, more 
than likely the treatment system would eliminate it." 

The department this week began taking samples at seafood processing plants. Officials have ordered a 
temporary moratorium on fishing in federal waters from the Mississippi River to the Florida Panhandle, 
but sampling will provide benchmarks enabling scientists to track any increases in contaminant levels 
once fishing is allowed to resume. 

Louisiana health officials said they believe fish, shrimp and other Gulf delicacies already on the market 
are safe. 

"If we see increases in hydrocarbons or other contaminants, we'd stop the flow of seafood," Levine 
said. 

Even after the immediate crisis passes, risks could linger for years, said Gina Solomon, an associate 
professor at the University of California-San Francisco medical school and a senior scientist with the 
Natural Resources Defense Council. 

"Exposure to some of the chemicals in oil has been linked to cancer," Solomon said. "Those chemicals 
can get into sediments in the Gulf, build in the food chain and be a long-term problem in fish and 
shellfish." 

The U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is working with epidemiologists in the Gulf states 
to develop studies of health repercussions from the oil spill, Guidry said. 

Yet another hazard is direct contact with oil-saturated water - particularly for cleanup crews and 
volunteers involved in animal rescue operations. 

When the container ship Cosco Busan hit a bridge and released 53,000 gallons of highly toxic bunker 
fuel into San Francisco Bay in November 2007, officials managing the cleanup ordered volunteers to 
wear protective suits, gloves and masks that later were discarded at a hazardous waste dump. Some oil 
fouled beaches, which were closed to prevent danger to the public. 

People working around the Gulf spill should be equipped with respirator devices and wear heavy-duty 
gloves and protective clothing to guard against painful skin rashes, said Solomon, who has treated 
patients exposed to oil fumes. 

"The workers absolutely need to be protected," Solomon said. 

Associated Press Writer Jason Dearen contributed to this story from San Francisco. 



Mass. Medical Society 

The press release is at 
http://www.massmed.org/AM/Template.cfm?Section=Home6&TEMPLATE=/CM/ContentDisplay.cfm 
&CONTENTID=32777 

Here is an excerpt 

"In an effort to reduce air pollution and promote public health, delegates approved a four-point 
resolution regarding biomass power plants. The resolution stated that the Society (1) urge state 
government to adopt policies to minimize the approval and construction of new biomass plants: (2) 
declared Medical Society opposition to the three currently proposed large-scale power plants in the 
state on the grounds that each facility poses an unacceptable public health risk, (3) urge state and 
federal governments to remove large-scale biomass electricity generation plants from the list of 
technologies eligible to receive renewable energy credits, federal stimulus funds, and Mass. 
Technology Collaborative loans; and (4) urge state government to extend Department of Environmental 
Protection regulatory authority to small-scale biomass facilities to ensure that the most protective air 
pollution emissions controls are used." 

http://www.massmed.org/AM/Template.cfm?Section=Home6&TEMPLATE=/CM/ContentDisplay.cfm
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May 25,2010 

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

Re: Docket 090451 

Dear Chairwoman Argenziano, 

-'-.'~-------JIFPSC. CLK - CORRESPONDENCE 
;0AdministnWve 0 Parties 00 Consumer 

~ DOCUMlTho'T NO·II)I] -- CCf 
iDlSTRlBU'flON: 
t... 

My husband and I have been residents of Gainesville and customers ofGainesville 
Regional Utilities since 1978. 

We are asking the Public Service Commissioners to deny the certification ofneed applied 
for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

Gainesville does not need more electric power; it currently has a 62 percent reserve for 
the next two decades. The existing power plants are reliable and have been enhanced 
recently with expensive pollution controls and upgrades. 

The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would burn two tons ofwood 
per minute and would spew almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The 
estimated 2 billion pounds ofC02 every year would accelerate global warming. 

An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious 
air pollution, cause traffic problems and be a financial burden for taxpayers to maintain 
local roads. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other 
greenhouse gases are a danger to public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add 
pollution to our air or deplete our potable water resources. 

Burning wood increases the amount ofC02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees 
reduces the amount ofC02 absorbed by trees and taken out of the atmosphere. 

We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels ofC02 to prevent serious 
global consequences. Biomass burning power plants will only accelerate climate change. 

The EPA recently announced that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases produced 
from burning wood to produce electricity will be treated like emissions produced by 
burning fossil fuels. 

--_...._ ....- ..... _------~----~ ~-------~-



GRU has based its strategy on the false idea that biomass is carbon neutral. GRU 
managers imagine they can reap large profits with carbon credits under a number ofyet
to-be enacted state and federal laws. 

GRU's imagined profits of between $5 and $20 for each ofthe 334 thousand tons of C02 
that the proposed biomass plant will emit every year are illusory. 

GRU's proposed wood burning "biomass" power plant is an obsolete technology. It will 
be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution 
controls are not currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 

GRU's proposal for a wood burning "biomass" plant is an unnecessary and expensive risk 
for the ratepayers. Please vote to deny the petition. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Orr 
Gainesville 

Cc: Public Service Commissioners 
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May 20,2010 

10 MAY 27 An 9: 40Dear Commissioner Argenziano, 

Thank you again for allowing me to speak at the biomass hearing on May 6th.G CUeftl~~Qgto be able 

to speak and express the concern about the immensity of this project which many ~~~ellow 
ratepayers in Gainesville share. I would like to add a few comments to my testimony. 

As I said, in discussion of current commission policy during the recent Gainesville election there was 

much talk about the biomass plant. 60% of voters supported a candidate who campaigned against the 

biomass plant. This was one of our major issues, along with issues of blatant disregard for taxpayer well

being. There has been a pattern with the 2009-2010 commission, who support the biomass plant, of 

voting for projects that will put an increasing burden on taxpayers, and this continues with another such 

vote this week. They seem to choose what seems politically correct not what is based in the reality of 

taxpayers pocketbooks. Even though strongly questioned, they often vote against the majority of 

citizens. I only mention this because I think it is pertinent to the discussion about their notion of 

widespread support for the 100 MW biomass plant, which I challenged. 

To add to my presentation: 

1) Prior to the vote, many citizens spoke up to oppose biomass and many ratepayers had thought the 

chosen contract would be for a much smaller plant with much less regional impact. Once the decision 

was made to pursue biomass, citizen involvement was reduced considerably; 

2) There is no need to rush into this project-there are other future options which don't involve 

committing to a 30 year contract. This plant will reduce the focus on efficiency, conservation, and solar. 

In fact, with the pressure to sell or use the high priced 100MW, the incentive to reduce consumption is 

lessened; 

3)Beyond the initial higher prices charged to GRU customers, there will undoubtedly be competition 

over the next 15 or 20 years for the 1 million tons of wood fuel needed annually to feed this plant, with 

other biomass plants proposed. This will put ratepayers in a risky position; 

4)legislation requiring carbon taxes has not passed. Without penalties, we lose potential buyers who 

can purchase cheaper power elsewhere, putting us at further risk; 

s)Biomass burning is notcarbon neutral and the fuel source is not sustainable at the 1 million tons 

needed annually for this proposed plant. The risk to taxpayers goes beyond our pockets and into our 

lungs, as medical professionals warn. This is not clean fuel. We need to focus on environmentally clean 

fuel, which we can do within the next 10-15 years of advancing technologies; 

6) Gainesville ratepayers do not need this huge risk thrust upon them in these hard economic times. 

Please vote "No" to the proposed unneeded 100MW biomass plant. 

Thank you, s/ Monica Cooper 
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State of Florida 

liuhlic~:erfJ:itt <trttnmtissinn 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 

DATE: May 27, 2010 

TO: Ann Cole, Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk /~//'l ~ 
FROM: 

RE: 

Erik L. Sayler, Senior Attorney, Office of the General Couriel 

Docket No. 09045 I-EM - In Re: Joint petition to determiJ~ nee .' r Gainesville 
Renewable Energy Center in Alachua County, by GainesviUe Regional Utilities and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. 

Please place the attached email from Joy Towles Ezell into the correspondence side of the 
Docket file. 0 .J:j 
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Erik Sayler 

From: Jennifer Brubaker 

Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 10:53 AM 

To: Mary Anne Helton; Curt Kiser; Erik Sayler; Martha Brown 

Cc: Cindy Miller; Tim Devlin; Andrew Maurey 

Subject: RE: Seeking your help in informing the PSC Commissioners this morning 

Perhaps this should go in the docket file? 

From: Jennifer Brubaker 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 10:51 AM 
To: Mary Anne Helton; Curt Kiser 
Subject: FW: Seeking your help in informing the PSC Commissioners this morning 

FYI 

From: Cindy Miller 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 10:42 AM 
To: Erik Sayler; Jennifer Brubaker; Tom Ballinger 
Subject: FW: Seeking your help in informing the PSC Commissioners this morning 

Not sure why this came to me. 

From: Joy Towles Ezell [mailto:hopeforcleanwater@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 10:26 AM 
To: Cindy Miller; Andrew Maurey; Tim Devlin 
Subject: Seeking your help in informing the PSC Commissioners this morning 

To: Tim Devlin, Andrew Maurey, & Cindy Miller, PSC 

We fear that the PSC Commissioners may not know about the new EPA Final 
Tailoring Rule that makes it clear that the EPA does not regard the combustion of 
woody biomass as carbon neutral. 

Because of the new Rule, the GREC project is likely to be subject to carbon 
regulation that imposes taxes or other controls that will make GREC generated 
power far more costly that has heretofore been calculated by GRU or the city of 
Gainesville. They have been insisting that GREC power will come with carbon 
credits and benefits that would allow GRU to sell that power for exra money to 
other utilities eager to comply with carbon regulation. They also argue that 
GREC power would help Gainesville avoid some carbon regulation. 

The city and GRU have been insisting that proposed legislation will exempt 
woody biomass from such regulation. On the basis of speculation about the 

5/27/2010 
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proposed legislation, they have created their make-believe world of projected 
finances for the GREC project. 

Dian Deevey and Paula Stahmer filed a Motion to Reopen the Record and for 
Official Recognition of the new Rule, which has the effect of law even if some of 
the details still have to be worked on. 

Petitioners have filed their response claiming that the impact of the Rule is 
speculative, and that we should have raised the issue before. The Final Rule 
wasn't announced until after the hearing and the briefs were due. 
Petitioners also had an affirirnative duty to bring the Rule to the attention of the 
PSC themselves because they were under a continuing obligation to inform the 
PSC of any applicable law. That continuing obligation arose because they were 
served with interrogatories by the PSC staff asking them to identify all the laws 
and regulations that were relevant to their application. Under the procedural 
rules, respondents have a continuing obligation to amend responses later in time, 
even if their earlier responses were complete at the time provided. 

Petitioners are claming that because the EPA Rule was under consideration 
beforehand, we should have raised the issue. We think there was no reason to 
raise the issue because no one new exactly how the Final Rule would come out 
and what sort of timeframe would be attached. Furthermore, for them to argue 
that application of the Rule is speculative even though it has been enacted, is 
contrary to all their other arguments that rely on the passage of proposed 
legislation that has been kicking around for a long time. 

What does the commission think about the new EPA Rule that says combustion 
of woody biomass, or biogenic emissions, will be subject to carbon regulation? 

The rule was published May 14, 2010. The Petitioners are arguing that GREC 
will be exempt, grandfathered in, but that is not true. As of July 2013, they will 
have to apply for a permit. The Rule will apply to stationary sources emitting 
1000,000 tons of HGH (greenhouse gases) pollutants annually. GREC will emit 
334,000 tons. 

That wording is important; Not just the new EPA rule, but the fact that woody 
biomass will be subject to carbon regulation. 

We hope that the Interveners motion will be presented to the entire PSG to 
decide. 

Joy Towles Ezell bQQefQIcJean~~ter@y.~hQQ,.~om 
President, Florida League of Conservation Voters 

5/27/2010 
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12677 Josh Ezell Road 
Perry, FL 32348 
850 584 7087 office & fax 

850 843 1574 cell 

Susie Caplowe, Director 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
.lSusieG.?!pIQwe-.@~QDIQgstnej 
8505672448 
Mimosa Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 
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Ann Cole 

Thursday, May 27,20102:18 PM -
From: Ann Cole 

Sent: 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's 
GREC biomass project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

Attachments: PSC-GREC-MEDIA ADVISORY.5.27.10.doc 

Thanks, Cristina. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers 
and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 1:43 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC 
biomass project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

Ann, 

Please place the e-mail below and the attachment in Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives, in 
Docket No. 090451-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: Michael Canney [mailto:alachuagreen@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 11:04 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Klement; Office Of 
Commissioner Edgar; Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Subject: MEDIA ADVISORY Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

MEDIA ADVISORY 

Local citizens call on PSC to deny need certification for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - May 27,2010 

Contacts 
Dian Deevey 3523730181 diand'l@beUsouthAEll 
Paula Stahmer 352222 1063. ~ulastahmr@aol.com 
Michael Canney 3522784031 aICl~bJJweeo@grr1aiJ.com 
Karen Orr 352372 8712 K~eo@Eill~Yiustice.net 

GAINESVILLE, FL - May 27 As the Florida Public Service Commission convenes today to reach a final decision 
on permitting a new 100 Megawatt power generation facility in Gainesville, opponents of the project are calling on 

5/27/2010 
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the PSC commissioners to deny the Certification of Need applied for by Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC (GREC). Citizen Interveners Paula Stahmer and Dian Deevey have 
presented extensive arguments in opposition to the Petitioners' application, and they are asking the PSC to take a 
new EPA rule on carbon emissions into account as they evaluate the Petitioners' application. 

According to Intervener Dian Deevey, "The City Commissioners and citizens who promoted this biomass plant will 
be devastated when they fully realize how much ratepayers will suffer and how long the City will be in hock to 
American Renewables or its successor company." Deevey is an Environmental Scientist and current chair of the 
Alachua County Environmental Advisory Committee. 

Paula Stahmer, Gainesville resident and former Conservation Chair of the Suwannee-St. John's Sierra Club, has 
questioned both the need for the power plant and the escalated cost. "The highly inflated expense of this 
unnecessary project will end up costing ratepayers billions over the 30 years of the contract," Stahmer said, "and 
this huge public investment will be for antiquated technology that is not carbon neutral, despite what plant 
proponents night claim." Stahmer warns that a new EPA rule released on May 14 calls into question the claim by 
the Petitioners that woody biomass inCineration is "carbon neutral." The interveners have filed a motion asking the 
PSC to reopen the hearing to consider how this new EPA rule may affect the economically viability of the project. 

Citizens have been speaking out in public meetings, writing letters and op-ed articles, and submitting public 
testimony to the PSC during the hearing process. Local groups expressing opposition to the power plant include 
the Alachua County Green Party, the Energy Justice Network, Suwannee-StJohns Group of the Sierra Club (SSJ 
Sierra Club), the Alachua County NAACP, and Women for Wise Growth. State groups include the Florida League 
of Conservation Voters (FLCV), the and Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise (FAID) 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President of the Alachua County Branch of the NAACP, says, "The Alachua County Branch 
of the NAACP does not object to the building of a biomass plant. We object the building of a plant so soon, the 
size of the plant, and the impact the cost of the plant will have on the bills of members of the low socioeconomic 
and minority communities, who are already paying rates at the highest tier." 

Karen Orr, Chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, actively opposes the biomass project. Orr says "Biomass 
incineration is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not carbon neutral, it's not 
environmentally-friendly and it's not ecologically sound." 

Tom Bussing, PhD, former mayor of Gainesville, says, "The ratepayers will end up paying for this folly, with 
jacked up bills and "stranded assets" littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts of 
overcapacity, for power that we do not need." Dr. Bussing calls into question the Gainesville City Commission's 
process for approving the plant. "It is a mystery to me how the Gainesville City commissioners were able to plan 
their coordinated and well-orchestrated performances, under the Florida Sunshine Law. The lack of transparency 
has been scandalous," Bussing said, "Rather than depend upon their factual filings, the Petitioners have 
orchestrated a political dog-and-pony show for the PSC, in order to pressure the Commissioners to make a 
decision in their favor." 

Michael Canney, co-chair of the Alachua County Green Party and spokesperson for the Green Party of 
Florida, says his party opposes the GREC biomass project. "Greens have long advocated investment in 
renewable energy technologies, but this project is not ecologically sound or economically responsible," Canney 
said. "I was shocked when 1 saw how GRU and American Renewables hid important information from the public, 
and how they pulled a 'bait and switch' when the final contract was drawn up." Canney adds, "The City 
Commission's eagerness to approve a $500 million dollar boondoggle was extremely disappointing, when the 
original 'binding contract' called for a $300 million project and there was no credible justification provided for the 
radically increased cost. If the Public Service Commission sets politiCS aside and rules strictly on the merits of this 
application, they will vote to deny this overpriced and unnecessary project." 

References 
PSC Docket No. 090451-EM (all documents filed in case) 
http://www.psc.state.fl.us/dockets/cmsL9~~cketFilIna§~.aspx?doc::Isg!::=Q~tQ451. 

GRUIGREC Petition to determine need for 100Mw biomass plant in Alachua County 
htm:IIWWW.J)~c..§ta.te.fl.u§lIibrary/filingsLQ.9l09Q~:Q9/0969!3-0Q..ru:Jf . 
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Redacted Power Purchase Agreement signed 4/29/09, filed 10/23/09 
bnpJ/www.psc.st~te.fl.us/librWYIfiling$l09(1 0821-0.911 0821-09.pdf 

Redacted Haddad reports 
.nttp:/lwww.psc.state.fl.usllibrary/filings/1 010409UO/0409 t:l0~~f 

I nterveners' Amended Joint Emergency Motion to reopen - 04417-10 May 25, 201 0 
b.ttp:llwww.psc.state.fl.us/library/filings/10104417-10104417-1 O.pdf 

'Biomass' Fact Sheet http://www.energyjustic~netlQiornass/bYfnirnL-html 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise http://www.biomess.net 
Florida League of Conservation Voters 'biomass' page b.ttp~j~J~'l.~mlbiomaj;s.btmJ 
FLCV Op-Ed in the Gainesville Sun: b.ttp:l/www~nesvilLe.cQm/article/2~01Q0414/QPINIONO~14 t41(:t01/
ll~PtNION 

Background: Cost of plant rose from $300 million to $500 million with no oversight by Gainesville City 
Commission 
In January 2009, GRU hired a private consulting firm to evaluate the escalated cost of the plant. In a report 
produced in February, Haddad Resource Management stated:, " ...the proposed escalator applied to the 
timeframe that would have affected pricing cannot substantiate a requested 42% cost based increase .. ,," The 
Haddad report went on to say that "the price for the project in December 2008 should have been 2% less 
expensive than the original price proposed." Ignoring the information in the Haddad reports, much of which was 
redacted and hidden from the public, GRU and the Commission signed a final contract with a price increase of 
$200 million (about 66% over the original price proposed). 

5/27/2010 
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MEDIA ADVISORY 

Local citizens call on PSC to deny Certificate of Need for Gainesville's GREC biomass 
project, citing a myriad of problems with the proposal 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - May 27,2010 

Contacts 
Dian Deevey 352 373 0181 diandv@bellsouth.net 
Paula Stahmer 352 222 1063. paulastahmr@aol,com 
Michael Canney 3522784031 alachuagreen@gmail.com 
Karen Orr 352372-8712 karen@energyjustice.net 

GAINESVILLE, FL - May 27 As the Florida Public Service Commission convenes today to reach a final 
decision on permitting a new 100 Megawatt power generation facility in Gainesville, opponents of the 
project are calling on the PSC commissioners to deny the Certification of Need applied for by Gainesville 
Regional Utilities (GRU) and Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC (GREC). Citizen Interveners 
Paula Stahmer and Dian Deevey have presented extensive arguments in opposition to the Petitioners' 
application, and they are asking the PSC to take a new EPA rule on carbon emissions into account as 
they evaluate the Petitioners' application. 

According to Intervener Dian Deevey, "The City Commissioners and citizens who promoted this biomass 
plant will be devastated when they fully realize how much ratepayers will suffer and how long the City will 
be in hock to American Renewables or its successor company." Deevey is an Environmental Scientist 
and current chair of the Alachua County Environmental Advisory Committee. 

Paula Stahmer, Gainesville resident and former Conservation Chair of the Suwannee-St. John's Sierra 
Club, has questioned both the need for the power plant and the escalated cost. "The highly inflated 
expense of this unnecessary project will end up costing ratepayers billions over the 30 years of the 
contract," Stahmer said, "and this huge public investment will be for antiquated technology that is not 
carbon neutral, despite what plant proponents night claim." Stahmer warns that a new EPA rule released 
on May 14 calls into question the claim by the Petitioners that woody biomass incineration is "carbon 
neutral." The interveners have filed a motion asking the PSC to reopen the hearing to consider how this 
new EPA rule may affect the economically viability of the project. 

Citizens have been speaking out in public meetings, writing letters and op-ed articles, and submitting 
public testimony to the PSC during the hearing process. Local groups expressing opposition to the power 
plant include the Alachua County Green Party, the Energy Justice Network, Suwannee-St.Johns Group of 
the Sierra Club (SSJ Sierra Club), the Alachua County NAACP, and Women for Wise Growth. State 
groups include the Florida League of Conservation Voters (FLCV), the and Floridians Against Incinerators 
In Disguise (FAID) 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President of the Alachua County Branch of the NAACP, says, "The Alachua County 
Branch of the NAACP does not object to the building of a biomass plant. We object the building of a plant 
so soon, the size of the plant, and the impact the cost of the plant will have on the bills of members of the 
low socioeconomic and minority communities, who are already paying rates at the highest tier." 

Karen Orr, Chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, actively opposes the biomass project. Orr says 
"Biomass incineration is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not carbon 
neutral, it's not environmentally-friendly and it's not ecologically sound." 

Tom Bussing, PhD, former mayor of Gainesville, says, "The ratepayers will end up paying for this folly, 
with jacked up bills and "stranded assets" littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts 
of overcapacity, for power that we do not need." Dr. Bussing calls into question the Gainesville City 

mailto:karen@energyjustice.net
mailto:alachuagreen@gmail.com
mailto:diandv@bellsouth.net


Commission's process for approving the plant. "It is a mystery to me how the Gainesville City 
commissioners were able to plan their coordinated and well-orchestrated performances, under the Florida 
Sunshine Law. The lack of transparency has been scandalous," Bussing said. "Rather than depend upon 
their factual filings, the Petitioners have orchestrated a political dog-and-pony show for the PSC, in order 
to pressure the Commissioners to make a decision in their favor." 

Michael Canney, co-chair of the Alachua County Green Party and spokesperson for the Green Party of 
Florida, says his party opposes the GREC biomass project. "Greens have long advocated investment in 
renewable energy technologies, but this project is not ecologically sound or economically responsible," 
Canney said. "I was shocked when I saw how GRU and American Renewables hid important information 
from the public, and how they pulled a 'bait and switch' when the final contract was drawn up." Canney 
adds, "The City Commission's eagerness to approve a $500 million dollar boondoggle was extremely 
disappointing, when the original 'binding contract' called for a $300 million project and there was no 
credible justification provided for the radically increased cost. If the Public Service Commission sets 
politics aside and rules strictly on the merits of this application, they will vote to deny this overpriced and 
unnecessary project." 

References 

PSC Docket No. 090451-EM (all documents filed in case) 
http://www.psc.state.fI.us/dockets/cms/docketFilings2.aspx?docket=090451 

GRU/GREC Petition to determine need for 100Mw biomass plant in Alachua County 
http://www.psc.state.fl.usllibrary/filings/09/09699-09/09699-09 . pdf . 

Redacted Power Purchase Agreement signed 4/29/09, filed 10/23/09 
http://www.psc.state.fl.us .. i bra rylfil ing s/09/1 0821-0911 0821-09. pdf 

Redacted Haddad reports 
http://www.psc.state.fl.usllibrary/filings/1 0/04091-10/04091-1 O.pdf 

Interveners' Amended Joint Emergency Motion to reopen - 04417-10 May 25, 2010 
http://www.psc.state.fI.usllibrary/filings/1 0/04417-1 0/04417-10.pdf 

'Biomass' Fact Sheet http://www.energyjustice.netlbiomass/burning.html 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise http://www.biomess.net 
Florida League of Conservation Voters 'biomass' page http://www.flcv.com/biomass.html 
FLCV Op-Ed in the Gainesville Sun: http://www.gainesville.com/article/20100414/0PINION03/4141001/
1/0PINION 

Background: Cost of plant rose from $300 million to $500 million with no oversight by Gainesville 
City CommiSsion 
In January 2009, GRU hired a private consulting firm to evaluate the escalated cost of the plant. In a 
report produced in February, Haddad Resource Management stated:, " ... the proposed escalator applied 
to the timeframe that would have affected pricing cannot substantiate a requested 42% cost based 
increase .... " The Haddad report went on to say that "the price for the project in December 2008 should 
have been 2% less expensive than the original price proposed." Ignoring the information in the Haddad 
reports, much of which was redacted and hidden from the public, GRU and the Commission signed a final 
contract with a price increase of $200 million (about 66% over the original price proposed). 
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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-O-R-A-N-D-U-M

DATE: May 26,2010 

TO: Ann Cole, Commission Clerk - PSC, Office of Commission Clerk 

FROM: Cristina Slaton, Executive Secretary to Commissioner Skop Q::9 
RE: Docket Correspondence 

Ann, 

Please place the attached correspondence sent to the Office of Commissioner Skop S th~ 
correspondence folder for docket number 0904Sl-EM. The first letter is from Karen en 0/0 
Gainesville, FL and the second letter and attachments is from Ron Saff, M.D. ofTall~ss~FL.;··n 
Thank you. CJ 3', ~~:::-__ :!,"~ 1 ' ..~ 
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Florida Public Service commisSi3hl ;,,1 S S \ 0 1'1 F.P.S.C. 
COMMISSIONER SKOP2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. C L E R K 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
-pp-.-sc...,-C-L-K--'~C~ORRES-==::CPONDENCE·~ 

Re: Docket 090451 o A..mtinistraUve0 Parties ~cO~ 
OOCUMENT 'NO. \\1>\ - q 

Dear Commissioner Skop, 
DiSTRIBUTlON: . 

My husband and I have been residents of Gainesville and customers of Gainesville 
Regional Utilities since 1978. 

We are asking the Public Service Commissioners to deny the certification ofneed applied 
for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

Gainesville does not need more electric power; it currently has a 62 percent reserve for 
the next two decades. The existing power plants are reliable and have been enhanced 
recently with expensive pollution controls and upgrades. 

The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would burn two tons ofwood 
per minute and would spew almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The 
estimated 2 billion pounds ofC02 every year would accelerate global warming. 

An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious 
air pollution, cause traffic problems and be a financial burden for taxpayers to maintain 
local roads. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other 
greenhouse gases are a danger to public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add 
pollution to our air or deplete our potable water resources. 

Burning wood increases the amountofC02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees 
reduces the amount ofC02 absorbed by trees and taken out of the atmosphere. 

We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels ofC02 to prevent serious 
global consequences. Biomass burning power plants will only accelerate climate change. 

The EPA recently announced that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases produced 
from burning wood to produce electricity will be treated like emissions produced by 
burning fossil fuels. 



GRU has based its strategy on the false idea that biomass is carbon neutral. GRU 
managers imagine they can reap large profits with carbon credits under a number ofyet
to-be enacted state and federal laws. 

GRU's imagined profits ofbetween $5 and $20 for each of the 334 thousand tons ofC02 
that the proposed biomass plant will emit every year are illusory. 

GRU's proposed wood burning "biomass" power plant is an obsolete technology. It will 
be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution 
controls are not currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 

GRU's proposal for a wood burning "biomass" plant is an unnecessary and expensive risk 
for the ratepayers. Please vote to deny the petition. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Orr 
Gainesville 

Cc: Chairwoman Argenziano and Public Service Commissioners 



Ronald H. Saff, M.D. 
Board Certified Allergy & Immunology 


Board Certified Internal Medicine 

Certified Clinical Research Investigator ACRP 


Certified Physician Investigator AAPP 


5/1812010 

Commissioner Nathan A. Skop 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

RE: Gainesville Biomass 

Dear Commissioner, 

I was the asthma specialist from the Environment and Health Section of the Florida Med 
Assoc who was the first speaker at the PSC meeting who addressed you about deadly 
emissions from biomass plants. Many of the same deadly chemicals including benzene and 
volatile organic compounds present in the Gulf oil spill are the same harmful ones found in 
biomass plants emissions!(Oil spill may endanger health. doc) Since I spoke, I have found out 
about other medical and environmental organizations that have raised concerns about these 
poison producing biomass plants in addition to the Fla Med Assoc, Physicians for Social 
Responsibility (PSR-'press_release.pdt) and Massachusetts Medical Society (massmed.doc) 
and American Lung Association that I mentioned. Specifically, the North Carolina Academy 
of Family Physicians is troubled about!' the numerous and serious adverse health 
consequences that can result from human exposure to the components of emissions of 
biomass burning " (North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians.doc). A letter from 
Biofuelwatch and the Biomass Accountability Project to the National Sierra Club stated 
"biomass is dirty energy and should not be promoted as a bridge to a clean energy future and 
notes that "wood burning biomass releases 1.5X as much carbon dioxide per megawatt as 
coal." 

In short, just like we know the deadly consequences of smoking cigarettes, the medical 
evidence about the dangers of biomass plant emissions are well known to the medical 
community and are compelling. That is because cigarette smoke and biomass plant emissions 
share some ofthe same lethal chemicals: carbon monoxide and acrolein. I am not sure who 
this Dr. Cantwell is whose testimony was read to you, but she is not a member of the Florida 
Medical Association's Env and Health Section, and just like you will find a few kooky 
scientists who will testify that there is no such thing as global warming, there are a few 
oddball physicians that are ignorant of the science and will use fallacies rather than facts. 

The Scientific American article (A Path to Sustainable Energy.pdt) I provided dismissed 
biofuel plants as too polluting and stated that we can meet our energy needs from wind, water 
and solar but the barrier is political. As a PSC Commissioner, you can serve to catalyze the 
transition to truly clean energy. The American Lung Association has previously pointed out 
(ALA_national_letter. pdt), in this country of vast technological resources, nobody should be 

2300 Centerville Road • Tallahassee, Florida 32308 • (850) 386-6680 • Fax (850) 386-7902 
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forced to sacrifice their health for the production of electricity and they oppose biomass 
plants. The Gulf spill exemplifies the need for our leaders to protect our health rather than 
letting polluting industries make decisions that enrich them at the expense of our precious 
well being. Numerous attachments are above. Thanks, and feel_free to call 850-766-7886. 

:!:"'~~ ~ ~~rJ\"l oJfl- "'1~,",li)~U~ 

(\\ AW~CJ\y \ ~ 
~Saff,MD 
Member, Environment and Health Section Florida Medical Association 
Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 
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Charles D. Connor 
President & 
Chief Executive Officer 

1301 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20004-1725 
Phone: (202) 785-3355 
Fax: (202) 452- 1805 

61 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10006-2701 
Phone: (212) 315-8700 
Fax: (212) 31 5-8800 

www.LungUSA.org 

Stephen J. Nolan, Esq. 
Chair 

Mary H. Partridge 
Chair-elect 

Bruce A. Herring 
Past-Chair 

H. James Gooden 
Secretary 

Terrence L. Johnston 
Treasurer 

Albert J. Rizzo, MD 
Nationwide Assembly 
Speaker 

June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chainnan 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chainnan, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House ofRepresentatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chainnan Waxman and Chainnan Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly hann lung health ofmillions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-tenn public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transfonnation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also endanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of 40 different toxic substances, increases the risk of developing lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encountered pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands ofpeople every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-tenn difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

http:www.LungUSA.org


North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians 

April 19, 2010 

The Honorable Dee Freeman 
Secretary 
N.C. Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1601 

Dear Secretary Freeman: 

In recognition of the numerous and serious adverse health consequences that can result from 
human exposure to the components of emissions of biomass burning, the North Carolina 
Academy of Family Physicians (NCAFP) is issuing a letter of concern regarding the 
development of biomass burning plants in the State of North Carolina. 

Biomass burning of poultry litter and wood wastes creates emissions of particulate matter that 
research has shown increase the risk of premature death, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and 
heart disease. (1,2) This burning process also creates numerous byproducts, including 
nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds that increase smog and ozone, which are 
known to increase lung disease and mortality (3); sulfur dioxides which also contribute to 
respiratory disease (4); arsenic which can increase the risk of cancer (5); mercury which can 
increase the risk of brain and kidney disease and affect the developing fetus (6); and dioxins 
which may increase the risk of cancer, heart disease, diabetes mellitus, developmental delays 
in children, neurotoxicity, and thyroid disease (7). These health effects would increase 
disability and death in all age groups, but particularly in the most vulnerable developing 
fetuses, newborns, children, those with chronic illness, and the elderly. As a result of this 
increased disability and disease, medical costs in the state will increase. 

One of the reasons for encouraging renewable energy through legislation like the North 
Carolina Clean Smokestack law was to provide cleaner air for citizens. However, there is 
concern that burning of poultry litter may result in similar or greater emissions of nitrogen 
oxides, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, and carbon dioxide to coalburning plants (8). 
The NCAFP requests that the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources strongly consider the potentially harmful consequences to the health and 
wellbeing of North Carolina citizens when contemplating the permitting of biomass burning 
plants in the state. 

With best regards, 

R.W. (Chip) Watkins, MD, MPH 
President, NC Academy of Family Physicians 

cc: Jeffrey P. Engle, MD, North Carolina State Health Director 
Jennifer L. Mullendore, MO, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Thomas R. White, MD, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Gregory K. Griggs, MPA, CAE, NCAFP Executive Vice President 
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PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY!PIONEER VALLEY OPPOSE 
CONSTRUCTION OF BIOMASS POWER PLANTS IN THE PIONEER VALLEY 

It is the finding of the Physicians for Social Responsibility that the biomass power plants being proposed for 
several Pioneer Valley locations would contribute to particulate air pollution emissions in a region that already 
has pollution problems, and therefore we oppose the construction and operation of such plants. 

Particulate air pollution is deadly. This has been stated by the American Lung Association, the American Heart 
Association, the World Health Association, and the US Environmental Protection Agency. According to the 
World Health Association roughly 800,000 people globally die annually from exposure to particulate air 
pollution. 

Since the Stone Age hominids have been dependent on biomass combustion as an energy source for heating, 
cooking, and even protection from wild beasts. The ancient Roman philosopher Seneca (61 AD) noted the 
adverse health effects ofcombustion-related "pestilential vapors and soot". Since medieval times air pollution 
from combustion has been recognized as a cause of adverse health effects, which lead to the banning of coal 
burning in London in the 13 century and again during Elizabeth I's reign. Particulate air pollution, specifically, 
has been recognized a cause of excess mortality since the infamous London Fog episode of 1952 which was 
responsible for thousands of deaths. Currently, the World Health Organization estimates particulate air pollution 
to be the 13th leading cause of death globally. 

Hundreds more modem epidemiologic studies have described an association between elevated particulate air 
pollution levels and mortality and other adverse health effects. 

In the 1980s many large cross sectional studies observed an association between living in an area with higher 
particulate air pollution levels and increased mortality rates. Since the 1990s time series studies have 
consistently shown that when particulate air pollution rises, within a day or two mortality rates increase. Case 
control studies identified the groups at increased risk of death during these episodes; these are the elderly, and 
those with chronic heart and lung disease. Since the 1990s prospective cohort studies have followed individuals 
with defined risk characteristics (for example, smoking, occupation, etc) and found that those living in areas 
with higher particulate air pollution levels have a higher risk of dying. 

Strikingly, these associations have a linear dose response relationship. Thus, as particulate air pollution levels 
rise, mortality rates rise; as pollution levels drop, mortality rates drop. Studies have consistently not observed a 
threshold for this effect, in other words, the excess mortality effect is observed down to very low air pollution 
levels, well below those levels that the US EPA officially considers safe according to their National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards. Reportedly the EPA is reconsidering those standards to bring them more in line with the 
scientific data. 



Some communities, including New Orleans, get their supplies from the Mississippi River. Its southerly 
currents will prevent oil from drifting upstream to city intake pipes, and the Coast Guard is making sure 
that any ships with oil-coated hulls are scrubbed down before proceeding up the river, Guidry said. 

Even so, the state health department has ordered testing of municipal water systems near the Gulf for 
signs of oil. 

"It's next to impossible that a high amount would get in," Guidry said. "Even if some got through, more 
than likely the treatment system would eliminate it." 

The department this week began taking samples at seafood processing plants. Officials have ordered a 
temporary moratorium on fishing in federal waters from the Mississippi River to the Florida Panhandle, 
but sampling will provide benchmarks enabling scientists to track any increases in contaminant levels 
once fishing is allowed to resume. 

Louisiana health officials said they believe fish, shrimp and other Gulf delicacies already on the market 
are safe. 

"If we see increases in hydrocarbons or other contaminants, we'd stop the flow of seafood," Levine 
said. 

Even after the immediate crisis passes, risks could linger for years, said Gina Solomon, an associate 
professor at the University of California-San Francisco medical school and a senior scientist with the 
Natural Resources Defense Council. 

"Exposure to some of the chemicals in oil has been linked to cancer," Solomon said. "Those chemicals 
can get into sediments in the Gulf, build in the food chain and be a long-term problem in fish and 
shellfish. " 

The U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is working with epidemiologists in the Gulf states 
to develop studies of health repercussions from the oil spill, Guidry said. 

Yet another hazard is direct contact with oil-saturated water - particularly for cleanup crews and 
volunteers involved in animal rescue operations. 

When the container ship Cosco Busan hit a bridge and released 53,000 gallons of highly toxic bunker 
fuel into San Francisco Bay in November 2007, officials managing the cleanup ordered volunteers to 
wear protective suits, gloves and masks that later were discarded at a hazardous waste dump. Some oil 
fouled beaches, which were closed to prevent danger to the public. 

People working around the Gulf spill should be equipped with respirator devices and wear heavy-duty 
gloves and protective clothing to guard against painful skin rashes, said Solomon, who has treated 
patients exposed to oil fumes. 

"The workers absolutely need to be protected," Solomon said. 

Associated Press Writer Jason Dearen contributed to this story from San Francisco. 
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RENEWABLE POWER AVAILABLE POWER N'EEDED 
IN READILY ACCESSIBLE lOCATIONS WORLDWIDE IN 2030 
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Ann Cole FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE 

From: 
Ann Cole ,,,,,.,,,,~..................~~..................t~~;~~.de~zrr ... 

Sent: 

To: 

Thursday, May 27,201010:09 AM 

Cristina Slaton 

OISTRIBUnON: . 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Message to add to docket 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket COffespondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Cristina Slaton 
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 3:49 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: Message to add to docket 

Ann, 

I received a call today from Monica Cooper (352-373-5295) advising that the interveners on docket no. 090451
EM made a motion today regarding an EPA ruling that she hopes will be considered during tomorrow's special 
agenda and given official recognition. Please add this message to the correspondence folder of the docket. This 
message has not been shared with Commissioner Skop. 

Thank you, 
Cristina 

5/2712010 
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State of Florida 

JlubItt~mritt QItttrttttisinn 
CAPrrAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D- -M
~-'----..." 

DATE: May 24, 2010 

TO: Ann Cole, Commission Clerk - PSC, Office of Commission 

FROM: Cristina Slaton, Executive Secretary to Commissioner Skop 

RE: Docket Correspondence 

Ann, 

Please place the attached correspondence sent to the Office of Commissioner Skop in the 
correspondence folder for docket number 090451-EI. This letter is from Ms. Monica Cooper of 
Gainesville, FL. I believe Ms. Cooper sent this correspondence in email form as well; however, 
this is the original letter received. Thank you. 
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MAY 2 4 2010 
May 20, 2010 

Dear Commissioner Skop, 
F.P.S.C. 


COMMISSIONER SKOP 


Thank you again for allowing me to speak at the biomass hearing on May 6th. I was honored to be able 

to speak and express the concern about the immensity of this project which many of my fellow 

ratepayers in Gainesville share. I would like to add a few comments to my testimony. 

As I said, in discussion of current commission policy during the recent Gainesville election there was 

much talk about the biomass plant. 60% of voters supported a candidate who campaigned against the 

biomass plant. This was one of our major issues, along with issues of blatant disregard for taxpayer well

being. There has been a pattern with the 2009-2010 commission, who support the biomass plant, of 

voting for projects that will put an increasing burden on taxpayers, and this continues with another such 

vote this week. They seem to choose what seems politically correct not what is based in the reality of 

taxpayers pocketbooks. Even though strongly questioned, they often vote against the majority of 

citizens. I only mention this because I think it is pertinent to the discussion about their notion of 

widespread support for the 100 MW biomass plant, which I challenged. 

To add to my presentation: 

1) Prior to the vote, many citizens spoke up to oppose biomass and many ratepayers had thought the 

chosen contract would be for a much smaller plant with much less regional impact. Once the decision 

was made to pursue biomass, citizen involvement was reduced considerably; 

2) There is no need to rush into this project-there are other future options which don't involve 

committing to a 30 year contract. This plant will reduce the focus on efficiency, conservation, and solar. 

In fact, with the pressure to sell or use the high priced 100MW, the incentive to reduce consumption is 

lessened; 

3)Beyond the initial higher prices charged to GRU customers, there will undoubtedly be competition 

over the next 15 or 20 years for the 1 million tons of wood fuel needed annually to feed this plant, with 

other biomass plants proposed. This will put ratepayers in a risky position; 

4)Legislation requiring carbon taxes has not passed. Without penalties, we lose potential buyers who 

can purchase cheaper power elsewhere, putting us at further risk; 

5)Biomass burning is not carbon neutral and the fuel source is not sustainable at the 1 million tons 

needed annually for this proposed plant. The risk to taxpayers goes beyond our pockets and into our 

lungs, as medical professionals warn. This is not clean fuel. We need to focus on environmentally clean 

fuel, which we can do within the next 10-15 years of advancing technologies; 

6) Gainesville ratepayers do not need this huge risk thrust upon them in these hard economic times. 

Please vote "No" to the proposed unneeded 100MW biomass plant. 

Thank you, s/ Monica Cooper 

._-_._-



( FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION) 

Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 

!Ro6erfa 0. !JJass 
2540 Shumard Oak: Boulevard • Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0854 


Phone: (850) 413-6016 Fax: (850) 413-6017 

E-mail: rbass@psc.state.fl.us 
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(])avidand(])eeem6er :McSherry 
152125W 79t1i Avenue 
Arelier, pCorUfa 32618 

Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, Fl32399-0850 o 

N 

Re: Docket 090451 

Dear Chairwoman Argenziano, Gff\rn·rss~r:.u ~'I~ fb\a~&!3ar' 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. 

We are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional 

Utilities. 

We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of 

need applied for by GRU!GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 

considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% 

of the production of the wood burner, absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town, 

the local customers will be required to buy this expensive electricity and shutdown perfectly 

capable plants. These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected, a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declir:~s in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors 

High vacancy rates in apartments, commercial buildings and homes continue upward. 

Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues, are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09, Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million 
and in FY10, $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2, a 228 MW coal burner, is only twenty

eight years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power 

plant. With reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another 

thirty years. 



Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant 

into compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May, 2009 

to meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective 

catalytic reduction system (SCR), dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is 

designed for a greater than 95% 502 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 

90% NOx removal efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven 

combustion turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to 
replace the boiler drum, waterwalls, superheaters, reheaters, economizer and associated 

headers. 

There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 

Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts 

more electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas lR. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 
20% electricity to Gainesville. 

Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This 
power plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is 
produced and supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. 
Gas comes through the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% 
less for this natural gas fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This 

power plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant 

are also included in FY10-11 capital budget. The expected retirement of this plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least 

another thirty to forty years. 

The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster 

that will be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution 

controls not currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 



Fresh cut wood yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 

Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks 

will deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 

poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood 

available are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands 

of the current forest products industries. The competition for the dwindling supplies will be 

fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or dear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, 

gas, residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded 

assets under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no 

reason to assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

~erely,

!/-1-/?1.~ 
8e(.£mb~Mc-~ 
David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 
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Dear Commissioner Edgar, 

Thank you again for allowing me to speak at the biomass hearing on May 6th. I was honored to be able 

to speak and express the concern about the immensity of this project which many of my fellow 

ratepayers in Gainesville share. I would like to add a few comments to my testimony. 

As I said, in discussion of current commission policy during the recent Gainesville election there was 

much talk about the biomass plant. 60% of voters supported a candidate who campaigned against the 

biomass plant. This was one of our major issues, along with issues of blatant disregard for taxpayer well

being. There has been a pattern with the 2009-2010 commission, who support the biomass plant, of 

voting for projects that will put an increasing burden on taxpayers, and this continues with another such 

vote this week. They seem to choose what seems politically correct not what is based in the reality of 

taxpayers pocketbooks. Even though strongly questioned, they often vote against the majority of 

citizens. I only mention this because I think it is pertinent to the discussion about their notion of 

widespread support for the 100 MW biomass plant, which I challenged. 

To add to my presentation: 

1) Prior to the vote, many citizens spoke up to oppose biomass and many ratepayers had thought the 

chosen contract would be for a much smaller plant with much less regional impact. Once the decision 

was made to pursue biomass, citizen involvement was reduced considerably; 

2) There is no need to rush into this project-there are other future options which don't involve 

committing to a 30 year contract. This plant will reduce the focus on efficiency, conservation, and solar. 

In fact, with the pressure to sell or use the high priced 100MW, the incentive to reduce consumption is 

lessened; 

3)Beyond the initial higher prices charged to GRU customers, there will undoubtedly be competition 

over the next 15 or 20 years for the 1 million tons of wood fuel needed annually to feed this plant, with 

other biomass plants proposed. This will put ratepayers in a risky position; 

4)Legislation requiring carbon taxes has not passed. Without penalties, we lose potential buyers who 

can purchase cheaper power elsewhere, putting us at further risk; 

5)Biomass burning is not carbon neutral and the fuel source is not sustainable at the 1 million tons 

needed annually for this proposed plant. The risk to taxpayers goes beyond our pockets and into our 

lungs, as medical professionals warn. This is not clean fuel. We need to focus on environmentally clean 

fuel, which we can do within the next 10-15 years of advancing technologies; 

6) Gainesville ratepayers do not need this huge risk thrust upon them in these hard economic times. 

Please vote "No" to the proposed unneeded 100MW biomass plant. 

Thank you, 1/ Monica Cooper 

http:m:nistrati'.eO
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COR.RESPONDENCE 
Ann Cole FPSC, CLK - . \Xl eonsumer 

""m~~_. ~~.~ 

From: Ann Cole =Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 7:59 AM \DiSiRlBUTlON:._. 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Docket 090451 Please deny new Gainesville power plant 

Attachments: Commissioner Klement.docx 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 7:32 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 Please deny new Gainesville power plant 

Please add to docket #090451. 

Thanks. 

From: LMcshe2001@aol.com [mailto:LMcshe2001@aol,com] 
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 10:27 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: re: Docket 090451 Please deny new Gainesville power plant 

CDavid"antiCDecem6er :McSherry 

15212 SW 79th jlvenue 
jlrCher, pforUfa 32618 

May 20,2010 

Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 

Tallahassee, Fl32399-0850 

Re: Docket 090451 No need for Gainesville power plant 

Dear Commissioner Klement, 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. We 
are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional Utilities. 

We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of need 
applied for by GRU/GREC. 

5/26/2010 

mailto:LMcshe2001@aol,com
mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com
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Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 
considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% of the 
production of the wood burner, absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town, the local 
customers will be required to buy this expensive electricity and shutdown perfectly capable plants. 
These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected, a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declines in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors. High 
vacancy rates in apartments, commercial buildings and homes continue to spiral upward. 
Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues, are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09, Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million and in 
FY10, $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2, a 228 MW coal burner, is only twenty-eight 
years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power plant. With 
reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another thirty years. 

Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant in to 
compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May, 2009 to 
meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective catalytic 
reduction system (SCR), dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is designed for a 
greater than 95% S02 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 90% NOx removal 
efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven combustion 
turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to replace 
the boiler drum, waterwalls, superheaters, reheaters, economizer and associated headers. 

There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 
Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts more 
electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas J.R. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 20% 
electricity to Gainesville. 

Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This power 
plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is produced and 

5/26/2010 
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supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. Gas comes through 
the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% less for this natural gas 
fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This power 
plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant are also 
included in FY10-11 capital budget. The expected retirement of this plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least another 

thirty to forty years. 


The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster that will 

be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution controls not 

currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 


Fresh cut wood only yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 
Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks will 
deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 
poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood available 
are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands of the current 
forest products industries. The competition for the dWindling supplies will be fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or clear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, gas, 
residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded assets 
under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no reason to 
assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

Sincerely, 

s/ David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 

5/2612010 
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CDavitfandCDecem6er :Mc.Slierry 
15212 SW 791ft }lvenue 
}lrclier, rpwriaa 32618 

May 20, 2010 

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

Re: Docket 090451 No need for Gainesville power plant 

Dear Commissioner Klement, 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. 

We are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional 

Utilities. 

We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of 

need applied for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 

considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% 

of the production of the wood burner, absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town, 

the local customers will be required to buy this expensive electricity and shutdown perfectly 

capable plants. These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected, a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declines in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors. 

High vacancy rates in apartments, commercial buildings and homes continue to spiral upward. 

Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues, are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09, Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million 
and in FY10, $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2, a 228 MW coal burner, is only twenty

eight years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power 

plant. With reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another 

thirty years. 



Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant in 

to compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May, 2009 

to meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective 

catalytic reduction system (SCR), dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is 

designed for a greater than 95% S02 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 

90% NOx removal efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven 
combustion turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to 
replace the boiler drum, waterwalls, superheaters, reheaters, economizer and associated 
headers. 

There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 

Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts 

more electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas J.R. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 
20% electricity to Gainesville. 

Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This 
power plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is 
produced and supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. 
Gas comes through the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% 
less for this natural gas fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This 

power plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant 

are also included in FY10-11 capital budget. The expected retirement ofthis plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least 

another thirty to forty years. 

The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster 

that will be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution 

controls not currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 



Fresh cut wood only yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 

Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks 

will deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 

poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood 

available are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands 

of the current forest products industries. The competition for the dwindling supplies will be 

fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or clear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, 

gas, residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded 

assets under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no 

reason to assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

Sincerely, 

s/ David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2010 3:55 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: GRUIGREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2010 3:49 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Ann, 

Please place the e-mail below in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 
090451-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: James Barker [mailto:brack154@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 14, 20102:32 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Cc: Office of Commissioner Skop; Commissioner.5tevans@psc.stateJI.us; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office 
of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Dear PSC Chairwoman Nancy Argenziano, 
and Commissioners -Skop, Stevens, Edgar and Klement, 

The below press release from March 13th is being submitted for the record reference the Gainesville Regional 
Utilities and GREC biomass plant under your consideration for Gainesville, Florida. 

Thank you, 

Brack Barker 

SSJ Chair 

5/25/2010 


mailto:Commissioner.5tevans@psc.stateJI.us
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The Suwannee/ St ~.lQ~b n~s~Sier~~~.GroUJL~QleLtQ 
ORIKtSe the GRU/GRE~C~iomjtSls_JtIj}nt 

Press Release, March 13, 2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida 
including Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

'* A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the 
ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the 
community and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.John's group opposes a new power 
plant. 

Brack Barker SuwanneejSt Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

5/25/2010 




u ~ lVl~\ 

Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams FPSC. CLK -"CORRESPONDENCE 
Sent: Tuesday, May 25,201012:59 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue o Administrative0 PflftieS ~ref 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole lOOCUMENTNo.JI31) j-

Subject: FW: To ClK Docket 090451 
DlSTRIBUnON: _ 

Thank you for this infonnation. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 

- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 09045 I-EM. 


Thank you, 


Diamond Williams 

StaffAssistant 

Office ofCommission Clerk 

Florida Public Service Commission 

Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.us 

Phone: 850-413-6094 


Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written c,ommunications 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. 


-----Original Message----

From: Ruth McHargue 

Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2010 9:42 AM 

To: Diamond Williams 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: To CLK Docket 090451 


Customer correspondence 


-----Original Message----

From: Consumer Contact 

Sent: Friday, May 21,2010 9:31 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Subject: To CLK Docket 090451 


-----Original Message----

From: Webmaster 

Sent: Friday, May 21,2010 8:06 AM 

To: Consumer Contact 

Subject: RE: My contact 


-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto :contact@psc.state.fl. us] 


1 

mailto:contact@psc.state.fl
mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us
mailto:diwillia@psc.state.fl.us


Sent: Friday, May 21,20106:52 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: William Kelley 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

No to biomass plant, its too expensive. 


2 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 12:29 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville proposed new power plant 

Attachments: Commissioner Skop.docx 

Thanks, Cristina, This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers 
and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 12:20 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville proposed new power plant 

Ann, 

Please place the e-mail below and in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 
090451-EM. The attachment appears to be the same as the e-mail. 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: LMcshe2001@aol.com [mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com] 
Sent: MondaYI May 241 2010 10:30 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Subject: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville proposed new power plant 

([)avid"anti([)ecem6er ':MeSfieny 

15212 S'W 79tfi jlvenue 

jlrcliet; Pforitfa 32618 

May 20,2010 

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

Re: Docket 090451 No need for Gainesville power plant 

Dear Commissioner Skop, 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. We 
are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional Utilities. 

5/24/2010 

mailto:mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com
mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com
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We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of need 

applied for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 
considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% of the 
production of the wood burner/ absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town/ the local 
customers will be required to buy this expensive electricity and shutdown perfectly capable plants. 
These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected/ a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declines in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors. High 
vacancy rates in apartments/ commercial buildings and homes continue to spiral upward. 
Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues/ are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09/ Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million and in 
FY10/ $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2/ a 228 MW coal burner/ is only twenty-eight 
years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power plant. With 
reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another thirty years. 

Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant in to 
compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May/ 2009 to 
meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective catalytic 
reduction system (SCR)/ dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is designed for a 
greater than 95% S02 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 90% NOx removal 
efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven combustion 
turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to replace 
the boiler drum/ waterwalls/ superheaters/ reheaters/ economizer and associated headers. 

There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 
Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts more 
electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas J.R. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 20% 
electricity to Gainesville. 

5/24/2010 
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Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This power 
plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is produced and 
supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. Gas comes through 
the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% less for this natural gas 
fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This power 
plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant are also 
included in FYI0-11 capital budget. The expected retirement ofthis plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least another 
thirty to forty years. 

The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster that will 
be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution controls not 
currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 

Fresh cut wood only yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 
Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks will 
deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 
poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood available 
are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands of the current 
forest products industries. The competition for the dwindling supplies will be fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or clear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, gas, 
residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded assets 
under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no reason to 
assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

Sincerely, 

s/ David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 

5124/2010 
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Q)a'vidanaQ)ecem6er :M.cSfierry 
15212 S'W 79tli }lvenue 
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May 20,2010 

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

Re: Docket 090451 No need for Gainesville power plant 

Dear Commissioner Skop, 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. 

We are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional 

Utilities. 

We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of 

need applied for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 

considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% 

of the production of the wood burner, absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town, 

the local customers will be required to buy this expensive electriCity and shutdown perfectly 

capable plants. These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected, a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declines in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors. 

High vacancy rates in apartments, commercial buildings and homes continue to spiral upward. 

Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues, are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09, Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million 
and in FY10, $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2, a 228 MW coal burner, is only twenty

eight years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power 

plant. With reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another 

thirty years. 



Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant in 

to compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May, 2009 

to meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective 

catalytic reduction system (SCR), dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is 

designed for a greater than 95% S02 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 

90% NOx removal efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven 

combustion turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to 
replace the boiler drum, waterwalls, superheaters, reheaters, economizer and associated 
headers. 

There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 

Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts 

more electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas JR. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 
20% electricity to Gainesville. 

Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This 
power plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is 
produced and supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. 
Gas comes through the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% 
less for this natural gas fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This 

power plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant 

are also included in FY10-ll capital budget. The expected retirement of this plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least 

another thirty to forty years. 

The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster 

that will be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution 

controls not currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 



Fresh cut wood only yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 

Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks 

will deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 

poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood 

available are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands 

of the current forest products industries. The competition for the dwindling supplies will be 

fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or clear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, 

gas, residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded 

assets under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no 

reason to assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

Sincerely, 

s/ David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 
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IFPSC, CLK _CORRESPONDENCE 
Ann Cole --~~~~~ 

From: Ann Cole DISTRIBUTION: •__ 
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 12:28 PM 

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville new power plant 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Sent: Monday, May 24, 201011:08 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville new power plant 

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 090451-EM. Thank you. 

Roberta S. Bass 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
(850) 413-6016 (Office) 
(850) 413-6017 (Facsimile) 
(850) 559-7291 (Mobile) 
[ob_erta.bass@Qg,.$tale.fl.u~ 

From: LMcshe2001@aol.com [mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 10:32 AM 
To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Subject: re: Docket 090451 Please deny Gainesville new power plant 

(j)avitfand'(j)ecem6er :McSlierry 

15212 S'W 79tli jlvenue 
jlrclier, Pwriaa 32618 

May 20,2010 

Florida Public Service Commission 

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Docket 090451 No need for new Gainesville power plant 

512412010 

mailto:mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com
mailto:LMcshe2001@aol.com
mailto:ob_erta.bass@Qg,.$tale.fl.u
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Dear Commissioner Edgar, 

We are farmers near Archer, Florida. We have been living on and working our farm since 1974. We 
are customers of Clay Electric Co-op, as such, we are customers of Gainesville Regional Utilities. 

We are asking the commissioners of the Public Service Commission to deny the certification of need 
applied for by GRU/GREC. 

Please vote no to this unnecessary and unaffordable proposal. 

This proposed new plant will likely result in the forced shutdown of power plants representing 
considerable investment by the ratepayers. The contract with GREC requires GRU to buy 100% ofthe 
production of the wood burner, absent the ability of GRU to sell this power out of town, the local 
customers will be required to buy this expensive electricity and shutdown perfectly capable plants. 
These perfectly capable plants represent large and historic public investment. 

Customers are using much less energy than expected, a new power plant is not needed. 

GRU has experienced sharp declines in electric sales the last few years due to economic factors. High 
vacancy rates in apartments, commercial buildings and homes continue to spiral upward. 
Foreclosure rates are skyrocketing in our community. 

The lower sales and resulting decreased revenues, are requiring the Electric System to draw 
significantly upon its Rate Stabilization reserves. In FY09, Gainesville withdrew $11.5 million and in 
FY10, $8.0 million. 

The primary electric power source Deerhaven Unit 2, a 228 MW coal burner, is only twenty-eight 
years old and provides 74.1% net power generation. This is young for this type of power plant. With 
reasonable and proficient maintenance this plant can efficiently operate for another thirty years. 

Ratepayers have recently invested millions of dollars to bring Deerhaven Unit 2 Power Plant in to 
compliance with federal air quality pollution standards. 

Construction of the $141 million air quality control system (AQCS) was completed in May, 2009 to 
meet regulatory requirements. The new emissions control system includes a selective catalytic 
reduction system (SCR), dry flue gas desulfurization and a fabric filter. This system is designed for a 
greater than 95% S02 removal efficiency. The SCR system is designed to achieve 90% NOx removal 
efficiency. 

Ratepayers have made expensive investments to replace components parts for seven combustion 
turbines. 

These improvements will provide additional continuous capacity. 

A total project budget of $14.9 million has been included in fiscal years FY09 thru FY12 for the 
Deerhaven Unit 2 Turbine Improvement Project. The capital budget includes further plans to replace 
the boiler drum, waterwalls, superheaters, reheaters, economizer and associated headers. 

5/2412010 
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There needs to be public discussion and investigation to install combined cycle boilers on the 
Deerhaven plant. This type of investment and construction would provide up to 30 megawatts more 
electrical power. 

The 117 MW Natural Gas J.R. Kelly Generating Station combined-cycle generating unit provides 20% 
electricity to Gainesville. 

Ratepayers have invested significantly to make improvements over the past 15 years. This power 
plant performs a valuable service diversifying the fuel source of the utility. Gas is produced and 
supplied by an established industry, well capitalized and innovating constantly. Gas comes through 
the Florida Gas Transmission interstate pipeline. Customers are paying 36% less for this natural gas 
fuel with the reduced purchased gas adjustment. 

In 2007, GRU expanded the plant to allow for load growth for downtown Gainesville. This power 
plant is efficient, clean and cost-effective. Major overhaul expenditures for JR Kelly plant are also 
included in FY10-11 capital budget. The expected retirement ofthis plant is 2051. 

This fleet of generators operated by GRU are capable of supplying the customers for at least another 
thirty to forty years. 

The proposed wood fueled power plant is an obsolete technology now, a pollution monster that will 
be extremely expensive to retrofit with air pollution controls. Expensive pollution controls not 
currently planned for and will be required by new EPA regulations. 

Fresh cut wood only yields 2,000 Btu/lb of energy available compared with coal yielding 12,800 
Btu/lb. This will make delivery cost/Btu of wood 7 times higher than coal. 200 diesel semi trucks will 
deliver the 3,250 tons of wood daily, creating smog and making our roads unsafe. 

The wood fuel supply system is currently nonexistent; the suggested schemes for supplying fuel 
poorly thought out and based on wishful thinking. The estimates for the supply of wood available 
are driven by vague and dubious data. The fuel supply estimates ignored the demands of the current 
forest products industries. The competition for the dwindling supplies will be fierce. 

GRU has not been candid or clear about wood fuel prices/MMBtu, yet GRU documents coal, gas, 
residual and distillate fuel oil prices. This is unfair and risky for the ratepayers. 

Proven generation plants with decades of service life left will very likely become stranded assets 
under the terms of this proposal. 

The market for electricity has been flat or slightly retracting for several years. There is no reason to 
assume this will change in Florida in the next decade. 

Gainesville Regional Utilities has a 62% overcapacity in supply. There is no need for this plant. 

The proposal for a new power plant is an expensive risk for ratepayers. 

Sincerely, 

5/24/2010 
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sl David and December McSherry 

cc. Public Service Commissioners 

5/24/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Thursday, May 20, 20106:40 AM 

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 3:39 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 090451-EM. Thank you. 

Roberta S. Bass 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
(850) 413-6016 (Office) 
(850) 413-6017 (Facsimile) 
(850) 559-7291 (Mobile) 
rQPertCi_.bass@psc.state.f1.us 

From: Ed Brown [mailto:edbrown325@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 2:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Cc: Charlie.Crist@MyFlorida.com; Ed Brown 
Subject: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

May 19,2010 
TO: Florida Public Service Commissioners 
CC: Governor Charlie Christ 
I am writing to you today about the Gainesville Renewable Energy Center project. 
I am apposed to building the proposed biomass power plant because of the negative impact this power 
plant will have on my community. My community has some significant challenges that require large 
financial investments. Spending hundreds of millions of dollars on additional power generating capacity 
we dont need is fiscally irresponsible and morally wrong. 
In my community (Alachua County), 20% of the people live below the poverty line, a percentage that is 
60% higher than the national average of 12.5%. Many of these people purchase their electricity directly 
or indirectly from Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU). GRU says rates will increase if this new power 
plant is built. My neighbors living below the poverty line will be financially devastated by these higher 

5/20/2010 
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rates. 
As the economic contraction continues and we experience more layoffs and foreclosures, more people in 
my community will fall below the poverty line and join the ranks of the working poor. Spending 
resources to build an unnecessary power plant that will negatively impact the poor in this community is 
wrong. 
My community needs to reduce power consumption, not build more power generating capacity. Climate 
change, peak energy production and the economic crisis require us to cut back on energy consumption. 
We need to invest in energy conservation and energy efficiency programs, not a $SOOM power plant. 
German communities are reducing their energy demand by SO% and then investing in wind and solar to 
meet this reduced demand. This is a strategy all Floridians should be embracing conserve, reduce 
consumption using energy efficiency and then invest in clean and renewable energy. 
My community needs more and better public transportation! All of the liquid fuels we use for 
transportation are imported from outside Florida. Access to these fuels is important to our economic 
success. As liquid fuel prices rise and supply falls, demand for public transportation will increase. 
Where will the financial resources come from to build more public transportation if we build an 
unnecessary $SOOM power plant? 
My community needs a local, sustainable and resilient food system! Over 9S% of the food consumed in 
my community comes from outside the community. This food is grown, fertilized, stored, processed and 
transported using non-renewable fuels and natural resources that are in production decline. 
You may have heard the statistic that a typical American meal travels 1 ,SOO miles from the farm gate to 
our dinner plate. A high percentage of the food we eat in my community travels much further than 1,SOO 
miles. The Central Valley of California, which produces SO% of the fruits, vegetables, nuts and berries 
consumed in the US and Canada (340M people) is located 2,SOO miles from Alachua County. As fuel 
prices rise, food prices will rise significantly, as they did in 2008. We need to grow more of our own 
food. 
My community needs more farms and farmers, more commercial kitchens, more food processing 
facilities, a slaughter house, a food transportation network, more farmers markets, more food co-ops and 
more food and gardening education for our community. How will we build this expensive and extensive 
food system with the majority of our available community resources tied up in a power plant we dont 
need? 
My community is heavily dependent of two institutions for much of its economic success. The 
University of Florida (UF) and Shands HealthCare provide over 27,000 jobs in my community and UF 
brings over SO,OOO students to Gainesville every year. Both of these institutions are reliant on the state 
of Florida for funding. Recent state budget cuts have impacted UF and Shands and the future promises 
more budget cuts for Shands and UF as state revenues decline and budget deficits grow. 
My community needs to reduce its heavy reliance on institutions that are dependent on state funding. 
My community needs to invest in new local businesses to create a robust and resilient economy. 
Businesses, local government and individuals need money to invest in this local economy. Building a 
$SOOM power plant we dont need will drain our community of the investment dollars we need to build 
this local economy. 
It is clear to me that the traditional business model of building power plants that burn carbon-based fuels 
to generate electricity and tax revenue is not prudent. But, GRU and the Gainesville City Commission 
dont get it. The old posters on the walls at GRU headquarters that read Burn to Earn reveal their bias 
toward burning fuels to earn money. 
Burning biomass to generate power will generate more expenses not more earnings. The recent EPA 
Greenhouse Tailoring Rule does not exempt biomass power producers from greenhouse gas (GHG) 
permitting requirements. So, electricity generated using biomass will be even more expensive than we 
have been told by GRU. 
My community needs the financial resources that GRU and Gainesville City Commissioners are 
planning to spend on a biomass plant we dont need. Please reject this biomass power plant proposal and 
help my community maintain the investment funds it needs to prosper in a future that promises to be 

S/20/2010 
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very challenging 
Best Regards, 
Ed Brown 
Fonner Member, Alachua County Energy Conservation Strategies Commission 
Gainesville, FL 
352-359-7666 
edbrovvn325@gmail.cQffi 

5/20/2010 
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Ann Cole FPSC. CLK - CORRESPONDENCE 
,~"'~-""'''' '~~~"ClAdffilrusfiiliveL1PaitieSm'Coosumer 

From: Ann Cole DOCUMENT NO.jI3\ ~~ 09 
Sent: Thursday, May 20,20106:39 AM DISTRIBUTION: 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 3:30 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

Please add to docket 090451. 

From: Ed Brown [mailto:edbrown325@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 20102:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenzianoi Office of Commissioner Klement 
Cc: Charlie.Crtst@MyFlorida.com; Ed Brown 
Subject: Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

May 19,2010 
TO: Florida Public Service Commissioners 
CC: Governor Charlie Christ 
I am writing to you today about the Gainesville Renewable Energy Center project. 
I am apposed to building the proposed biomass power plant because of the negative impact this power 
plant will have on my community. My community has some significant challenges that require large 
financial investments. Spending hundreds of millions of dollars on additional power generating capacity 
we dont need is fiscally irresponsible and morally wrong. 
In my community (Alachua County), 20% of the people live below the poverty line, a percentage that is 
60% higher than the national average of 12.5%. Many of these people purchase their electricity directly 
or indirectly from Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU). GRU says rates will increase if this new power 
plant is built. My neighbors living below the poverty line will be financially devastated by these higher 
rates. 
As the economic contraction continues and we experience more layoffs and foreclosures, more people in 
my community will fall below the poverty line and join the ranks of the working poor. Spending 
resources to build an unnecessary power plant that will negatively impact the poor in this community is 
wrong. 
My community needs to reduce power consumption, not build more power generating capacity. Climate 
change, peak energy production and the economic crisis require us to cut back on energy consumption. 
We need to invest in energy conservation and energy efficiency programs, not a $500M power plant. 
German communities are reducing their energy demand by 50% and then investing in wind and solar to 
meet this reduced demand. This is a strategy all Floridians should be embracing conserve, reduce 
consumption using energy efficiency and then invest in clean and renewable energy. 

5/20/2010 
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My community needs more and better public transportation! All of the liquid fuels we use for 
transportation are imported from outside Florida. Access to these fuels is important to our economic 
success. As liquid fuel prices rise and supply falls, demand for public transportation will increase. 
Where will the financial resources come from to build more public transportation if we build an 
unnecessary $500M power plant? 
My community needs a local, sustainable and resilient food system! Over 95% of the food consumed in 
my community comes from outside the community. This food is grown, fertilized, stored, processed and 
transported using non-renewable fuels and natural resources that are in production decline. 
You may have heard the statistic that a typical American meal travels 1,500 miles from the farm gate to 
our dinner plate. A high percentage of the food we eat in my community travels much further than 1,500 
miles. The Central Valley of California, which produces 50% of the fruits, vegetables, nuts and berries 
consumed in the US and Canada (340M people) is located 2,500 miles from Alachua County. As fuel 
prices rise, food prices will rise significantly, as they did in 2008. We need to grow more of our own 
food. 
My community needs more farms and farmers, more commercial kitchens, more food processing 
facilities, a slaughter house, a food transportation network, more farmers markets, more food co-ops and 
more food and gardening education for our community. How will we build this expensive and extensive 
food system with the majority of our available community resources tied up in a power plant we dont 
need? 
My community is heavily dependent of two institutions for much of its economic success. The 
University ofFlorida (UF) and Shands HealthCare provide over 27,000 jobs in my community and UF 
brings over 50,000 students to Gainesville every year. Both of these institutions are reliant on the state 
ofFlorida for funding. Recent state budget cuts have impacted UF and Shands and the future promises 
more budget cuts for Shands and UF as state revenues decline and budget deficits grow. 
My community needs to reduce its heavy reliance on institutions that are dependent on state funding. 
My community needs to invest in new local businesses to create a robust and resilient economy. 
Businesses, local government and individuals need money to invest in this local economy .. Building a 
$500M power plant we dont need will drain our community of the investment dollars we need to build 
this local economy. 
It is clear to me that the traditional business model of building power plants that bum carbon-based fuels 
to generate electricity and tax revenue is not prudent. But, GRU and the Gainesville City Commission 
dont get it. The old posters on the walls at GRU headquarters that read Bum to Earn reveal their bias 
toward burning fuels to earn money. 
Burning biomass to generate power will generate more expenses not more earnings. The recent EPA 
Greenhouse Tailoring Rule does not exempt biomass power producers from greenhouse gas (GHG) 
permitting requirements. So, electricity generated using biomass will be even more expensive than we 
have been told by GRU. 
My community needs the financial resources that GRU and Gainesville City Commissioners are 
planning to spend on a biomass plant we dont need. Please reject this biomass power plant proposal and 
help my community maintain the investment funds it needs to prosper in a future that promises to be 
very challenging 
Best Regards, 
Ed Brown 
Former Member, Alachua County Energy Conservation Strategies Commission 
Gainesville, FL 
352-359-7666 
~qQrown32S-®gmaiLcom 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 20109:55 AM 

To: Cristina Slaton 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Docket Correspondence - GRU 

Attachments: Fla Med Assoc Dr. on Gainesville Biomass; Gainesville doesn't need GREC 

Thank you for this information. The first e-mail listed, along with its 5 attachments has already been printed, 
received from Melanie Shanks, and will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. I have printed the second attachment, which will also be placed in 
this Docket Correspondence file. 

From: Cristina Slaton 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 9:09 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: Docket Correspondence - GRU 

Ann, 

Please place the attached e-mails in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 
090451-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

5119/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Tom Bussing [tombussing@gmail.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, May 18,201010:33 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Subject: Gainesville doesn't need GREC 

Commissioner Nathan A. Skop May 17, 2010 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Commissioner Skop, 

The reopened evidentiary hearing on the GREC/GRU proposal 
(Docket 090451-EM) did not change the facts. The proposal remains 
an unneccessary and expensive risk for the ratepayers. 

The 100 megawatts of new generation capacity are not needed. 
GRU claims that the capacity will be needed by 2023 at the earliest. 
Even then, that ((need" would not be justified. It would demonstrably 
be ((manufactured" by GRU failing to bring on filler units and more 
cost-effective upgrades to existing units. 

Our utility's ratepayers would be saddled with the 
massive costs of these artificially stranded assets, as 
existing generators are taken off-line. 

The Net Present Value analysis for the proposal shows 
the project to be a loser 'in the first decades of operation. 
A rosy GRU projection describes a possible eventual advantage, 
but only in hazy and imprecise "forecasts" far into the future, 
the uncertainty exacerbated by the experimental technology 
and lack of a market record for this novel fuel. 

What the reopened hearing did add to the process 
was a baldly political power play by GRU. Rather than 
depend upon their factual filings, they orchestrated an 
overtly political dog-and-pony show 1n order to pressure 
the Florida Public Service Commissioners to make a 
decision in their favor. 

It is a mystery how our City Commissioners were 
able to plan their coordinated and well-orchestrated 
performances, under the Florida Sunshine Law. 

One can only wonder how such a performance 

5119/2010 
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would have been viewed, had the applicant been an 
Investor Owned Utility. If this is a creative precedent 
for future PSC dockets, and if IOU's see advantage in 
duplicating the effort, the future looks dark for Florida 
ratepayers. 

The statutory language that directs the PSC 
in these regulatory decisions is broad, and can 
bring up conflicting findings for and against a 
proposal. In adjudicating these matters, I would 
urge you to return to the primary role that underlies 
your authority, above the statutory detail. That is 
to provide competent protection for Florida ratepayers, 
who are inherently held hostage to these monopolistic 
utility systems. 

The GREC proposal will only be coming 
before the PSC this one time. There will be 
no opportunity to monitor or amend the terms 
of this contract. With the heavy redactions in 
the public version of the contract, the ratepayers 
will never be able to see whether the agreement 
is met. 

The current dreamy City Commissioners who 
so desperately wish to be certified as "carbon neutral," 
at an}, price, will be long gone. 

Please do not hand over our energy future 
to this faulty and politically driven plan. 

Please vote to deny the petition. 

Yours truly, 

Thomas D. Bussing, PhD 
Former Mayor, City of Gainesville 

www.GtItors-R.US/SoIQ..11.l/!l 

cc: FPS Commissioners 

5/19/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Wednesday, May 19,20109:27 AM 

To: Melanie Shanks 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Fla Med Assoc Dr. on Gainesville Biomass 

Attachments: PSR_press_release.pdf; ALA_nationaUetter.pdf; massmed.doc; 
North_Carolina_AcademLoCFamiILPhysicians.doc; Oil spill may endanger health.doc 

Thanks, Melanie. The five attachments have been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Melanie Shanks 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 8:58 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Fla Med Assoc Dr. on Gainesville Biomass 

Ann, 

Please place in Correspondence for Docket #090451- Consumers and their Representatives. 

Thank you, 
Melanie 

From: ronsaff@aol.com [mailto:ronsaff@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 8:28 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano 
Subject: Fla Med Assoc Dr. on Gainesville Biomass 

Dear Commissioners, 

I was the asthma specialist from the Environment and Health Section of the Florida Med Assoc who was the first 
speaker at the PSC meeting who addressed you about deadly emissions from biomass plants. Many of the same 
deadly chemicals including benzene and volatile organic compounds present in the Gulf oil spill are the same 
harmful ones found in biomass plants emissions!(Oil spill may endanger health. doc} Since I spoke, I have found 
out about other medical and environmental organizations that have raised concerns about these poison producing 
biomass plants in addition to the Fla Med Assoc, Physicians for Social Responsibility (PSR_press_release.pdf) 
and Massachusetts Medical Society (massmed.doc) and American Lung Association that I mentioned. 
Specifically, the North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians is troubled about" the numerous and serious 
adverse health consequences that can result from human exposure to the components of emissions of biomass 
burning"(North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians. doc). A letter from Biofuelwatch and the Biomass 
Accountability Project to the National Sierra Club stated"biomass is dirty energy and should not be promoted as a 
bridge to a clean energy future and notes that" wood burning biomass releases 1.5X as much carbon dioxide per 
megawatt as coaL" 

In short, just like we know the deadly consequences of smoking Cigarettes, the medical evidence about the 
dangers of biomass plant emissions are well known to the medical community and are compelling. That is 
because Cigarette smoke and biomass plant emissions share some of the same lethal chemicals:carbon 
monoxide and acrolein. I am not sure who this Dr. Cantwell is whose testimony was read to you, but she is not a 
member of the Florida Medical Association's Env and Health Section, and just like you will find a few kooky 
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scientists who will testify that there is no such thing as global warming, there are a few oddball physicians that are 

ignorant of the science and will use fallacies rather than facts. 


The Scientific American article (A Path to Sustainable Energy, November 2009) dismissed biofuel plants as too 

polluting and stated that we can meet our energy needs from wind, water and solar but the barrier is political. As a 

PSC Commissioner, you can serve to catalyze the transition to truly clean energy. The American Lung 

Association has previously pointed out (ALA_nationaUetter.pdf), in this country of vast technological resources, 

nobody should be forced to sacrifice their health for the production of electricity and they oppose biomass plants. 

The Gulf spill exemplifies the need for our leaders to protect our health rather than letting polluting industries 

make decisions that enrich them at the expense of our precious well being. Numerous attachments are above. 

Thanks, and feel free to call 850-766-7886.Thanks. 


Ron Saft, MD 

Member, Environment and Health Section Florida Medical Association 

Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 


5/19/2010 




Oil spill may endanger human health, officials say 
Copyright © 2010 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. 

By JOHN FLESHER (AP) - May 7,2010 

NEW ORLEANS - With a huge and unpredictable oil slick drifting in the Gulf of Mexico, state and 
federal authorities are preparing to deal with a variety of hazards to human health if and when the full 
brunt of the toxic mess washes ashore. 

The list of potential threats runs from temporary, minor nuisances such as runny noses and headaches 
to long-term risks such as cancer if contaminated seafood ends up in the marketplace. While waiting to 
see how bad things will get, public health agencies are monitoring air quality, drinking water supplies 
and seafood processing plants and advising people to take precautions. 

"We don't know how long this spill will last or how much oil we'll be dealing with, so there's a lot of 
unknowns," said Dr. Jimmy Guidry, Louisiana's state health director. "But we're going to make things 
as safe as humanly possible." 

Oil has been spewing into the Gulf at a rate of at least 200,000 gallons a day since an offshore drilling 
rig exploded on April 20, killing 11 people. Little if any has reached land thus far, but shifts in wind 
speed and direction could propel the slick toward populated areas. 

In a possible hint of things to come, a foul stench drifted over parts of southwestern Louisiana last 
week. The oil probably was the culprit, said Alan Levine, secretary of the Louisiana Department of 
Health and Hospitals, whose office heard about dozens of complaints - even from state legislators in 
New Orleans, some 130 miles from the leaky undersea well. 

"Their eyes were burning, they felt nauseated, they were smelling it," Levine said. 

Farther up the coast at Shell Beach, marina operator and commercial fisherman Robert Campo said the 
smell gave him a headache as he collected oysters 20 miles offshore. "It was rotten," he said. 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has began round-the-clock air monitoring in Gulf coastal 
areas and posting online hourly readings for ozone and tiny particles such as soot. Both can cause 
respiratory problems and are particularly aggravating for people with chronic conditions such as 
asthma. 

Crude oil emits volatile organic compounds that react with nitrogen oxides to produce ozone. Fires 
being set by the Coast Guard to burn off oil on the water's surface would produce sooty, acrid smoke. 

"We don't know what the impacts are going to be yet," said Dave Bary, an EPA spokesman in Dallas. 
"We don't know in what direction this oil will go." 

The potential for unhealthy air quality depends on a variety of factors, particularly the speed and 
direction of winds that could disperse fumes and determine where they go, said Jonathan Ward, an 
environmental toxicology professor at the University ofTexas Medical Branch at Galveston. 

With the leaky Gulf well some 50 miles offshore, Ward said much of the oil vapor likely wouldn't reach 
land, although the potential for air pollution from the slick will remain as long as the leak continues. 

Public health agencies in Alabama, Louisiana and Mississippi advised people near the coast who 
experience nausea, headaches or other smell-related ailments to stay inside, turn on air conditioners and 
avoid exerting themselves outdoors. 

In addition to air pollution, officials also were guarding against health problems from tainted drinking 
water and seafood. 



Some communities, including New Orleans, get their supplies from the Mississippi River. Its southerly 
currents will prevent oil from drifting upstream to city intake pipes, and the Coast Guard is making sure 
that any ships with oil-coated hulls are scrubbed down before proceeding up the river, Guidry said. 

Even so, the state health department has ordered testing ofmunicipal water systems near the Gulf for 
signs of oil. 

"It's next to impossible that a high amount would get in," Guidry said. "Even if some got through, more 
than likely the treatment system would eliminate it." 

The department this week began taking samples at seafood processing plants. Officials have ordered a 
temporary moratorium on fishing in federal waters from the Mississippi River to the Florida Panhandle, 
but sampling will provide benchmarks enabling scientists to track any increases in contaminant levels 
once fishing is allowed to resume. 

Louisiana health officials said they believe fish, shrimp and other Gulf delicacies already on the market 
are safe. 

"If we see increases in hydrocarbons or other contaminants, we'd stop the flow of seafood," Levine 
said. 

Even after the immediate crisis passes, risks could linger for years, said Gina Solomon, an associate 
professor at the University of California-San Francisco medical school and a senior scientist with the 
Natural Resources Defense Council. 

IIExposure to some of the chemicals in oil has been linked to cancer,1I Solomon said. IIThose chemicals 
can get into sediments in the Gulf, build in the food chain and be a long-term problem in fish and 
shellfish. " 

The U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is working with epidemiologists in the Gulf states 
to develop studies of health repercussions from the oil spill, Guidry said. 

Yet another hazard is direct contact with oil-saturated water - particularly for cleanup crews and 
volunteers involved in animal rescue operations. 

When the container ship Cosco Busan hit a bridge and released 53,000 gallons ofhighly toxic bunker 
fuel into San Francisco Bay in November 2007, officials managing the cleanup ordered volunteers to 
wear protective suits, gloves and masks that later were discarded at a hazardous waste dump. Some oil 
fouled beaches, which were closed to prevent danger to the pUblic. 

People working around the Gulf spill should be equipped with respirator devices and wear heavy-duty 
gloves and protective clothing to guard against painful skin rashes, said Solomon, who has treated 
patients exposed to oil fumes. 

liThe workers absolutely need to be protected," Solomon said. 

Associated Press Writer Jason Dearen contributed to this story from San Francisco. 



North Carolina Academy of Family Physicians 

April 19, 2010 

The Honorable Dee Freeman 
Secretary 
N.C. Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1601 

Dear Secretary Freeman: 

In recognition of the numerous and serious adverse health consequences that can result from 
human exposure to the components of emissions of biomass burning, the North Carolina 
Academy of Family Physicians (NCAFP) is issuing a letter of concern regarding the 
development of biomass burning plants in the State of North Carolina. 

Biomass burning of poultry litter and wood wastes creates emissions of particulate matter that 
research has shown increase the risk of premature death, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and 
heart disease. (1, 2) This burning process also creates numerous byproducts, including 
nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds that increase smog and ozone, which are 
known to increase lung disease and mortality (3); sulfur dioxides which also contribute to 
respiratory disease (4); arsenic which can increase the risk of cancer (5); mercury which can 
increase the risk of brain and kidney disease and affect the developing fetus (6); and dioxins 
which may increase the risk of cancer, heart disease, diabetes mellitus, developmental delays 
in children, neurotoxicity, and thyroid disease (7). These health effects would increase 
disability and death in all age groups, but particularly in the most vulnerable developing 
fetuses, newborns, children, those with chronic illness, and the elderly. As a result of this 
increased disability and disease, medical costs in the state will increase. 

One of the reasons for encouraging renewable energy through legislation like the North 
Carolina Clean Smokestack law was to provide cleaner air for citizens. However, there is 
concern that burning of poultry litter may result in similar or greater emissions of nitrogen 
oxides, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, and carbon dioxide to coalburning plants (8). 
The NCAFP requests that the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources strongly consider the potentially harmful consequences to the health and 
wellbeing of North Carolina citizens when contemplating the permitting of biomass burning 
plants in the state. 

With best regards, 

RW. (Chip) Watkins, MD, MPH 
President, NC Academy of Family Physicians 

cc: Jeffrey P. Engle, MD, North Carolina State Health Director 
Jennifer L. Mullendore, MD, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Thomas R White, MD, Co-Chair, NCAFP Health of the Public Council 
Gregory K. Griggs, MPA, CAE, NCAFP Executive Vice President 
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http://www.epa.gov/air/particlepollution/health.htm


The press release is at 
http://www.massmed.org/AMlTemplate.cfm?Section=Home6&TEMPLATE=/CMlContentDisplay.cfin 
&CONTENTID=32777 

Here is an excerpt 

"In an effort to reduce air pollution and promote public health, delegates approved a four-point 
resolution regarding biomass power plants. The resolution stated that the Society (1) urge state 
government to adopt policies to minimize the approval and construction of new biomass plants: (2) 
declared Medical Society opposition to the three currently proposed large-scale power plants in the 
state on the grounds that each facility poses an unacceptable public health risk, (3) urge state and 
federal governments to remove large-scale biomass electricity generation plants from the list of 
technologies eligible to receive renewable energy credits, federal stimulus funds, and Mass. 
Technology Collaborative loans; and (4) urge state government to extend Department ofEnvironmental 
Protection regulatory authority to small-scale biomass facilities to ensure that the most protective air 
pollution emissions controls are used." 

http://www.massmed.org/AMlTemplate.cfm?Section=Home6&TEMPLATE=/CMlContentDisplay.cfin
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June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chairman 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly harm lung health ofmillions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-term public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transformation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also endanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of 40 different toxic substances, increases the risk ofdeveloping lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encountered pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands of people every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-term difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

http:www.LungUSA.org


Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey 
June 24, 2009 
Page 2 

The legislation should support state and local air pollution control efforts and include strong controls on 
major sources of emissions. Please include stronger controls on coal-fired power plants and other major 
industrial sources that also reduce sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other toxic air 
contaminant emissions. 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion ofbiomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

The American Lung Association thanks you for the opportunity to share our perspective. 

Sincerely, 

Charles D. Connor 
President & CEO 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

PRESS ADVISORY 


February 4, 2010 

Contact: 

Dr. Henry Rosenberg 
(413) 586-9781 

hwr5@columbia.edu 


PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSffiILITY !PIONEER VALLEY OPPOSE 
CONSTRUCTION OF BIOMASS POWER PLANTS IN THE PIONEER VALLEY 

It is the finding of the Physicians for Social Responsibility that the biomass power plants being proposed for 
several Pioneer Valley locations would contribute to particulate air pollution emissions in a region that already 
has pollution problems, and therefore we oppose the construction and operation of such plants. 

Particulate air pollution is deadly. This has been stated by the American Lung Association, the American Heart 
Association, the World Health Association, and the US Environmental Protection Agency. According to the 
World Health Association roughly 800,000 people globally die annually from exposure to particulate air 
pollution. 

Since the Stone Age hominids have been dependent on biomass combustion as an energy source for heating, 
cooking, and even protection from wild beasts. The ancient Roman philosopher Seneca (61 AD ) noted the 
adverse health effects of combustion-related "pestilential vapors and soot". Since medieval times air pollution 
from combustion has been recognized as a cause of adverse health effects, which lead to the banning of coal 
burning in London in the 13 century and again during Elizabeth I's reign. Particulate air pollution, specifically, 
has been recognized a cause of excess mortality since the infamous London Fog episode of 1952 which was 
responsible for thousands of deaths. Currently, the World Health Organization estimates particulate air pollution 
to be the 13th leading cause of death globally. 

Hundreds more modern epidemiologic studies have described an association between elevated particulate air 
pollution levels and mortality and other adverse health effects. 

In the 1980s many large cross sectional studies observed an association between living in an area with higher 
particulate air pollution levels and increased mortality rates. Since the 1990s time series studies have 
consistently shown that when particulate air pollution rises, within a day or two mortality rates increase. Case 
control studies identified the groups at increased risk of death during these episodes; these are the elderly, and 
those with chronic heart and lung disease. Since the 1990s prospective cohort studies have followed individuals 
with defined risk characteristics (for example, smoking, occupation, etc) and found that those living in areas 
with higher particulate air pollution levels have a higher risk of dying. 

Strikingly, these associations have a linear dose response relationship. Thus, as particulate air pollution levels 
rise, mortality rates rise; as pollution levels drop, mortality rates drop. Studies have consistently not observed a 
threshold for this effect, in other words, the excess mortality effect is observed down to very low air pollution 
levels, well below those levels that the US EPA officially considers safe according to their National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards. Reportedly the EPA is reconsidering those standards to bring them more in line with the 
scientific data. 

mailto:hwr5@columbia.edu
http:iJff:.1l


The association between particulate air pollution levels and mortality is considered causal; in other words, the 
scientific research has satisfied the criteria for considering the association proven. This is based on a clear dose 
response relationship, a remarkable consistency of the results observed by many different investigators using 
different techniques in different geographic regions, even throughout the world. Furthermore, the association is 
consistent with findings of many studies which find adverse health effects of particulate air pollution: increased 
asthma attacks, increased asthma medication use, increased days lost from school and work due to chest illness, 
increased emergency room use for heart and lung disease, and increased hospitalization rates. Additionally, the 
biological mechanisms have been clarified in recent years: particulate air pollution causes anginal chest pain, 
electrocardiogram changes indicating inadequate oxygen supply to the heart, increases in cardiac autonomic 
instability, increases in cardiac rhythm disturbances, and increases in myocardial infarction (heart attack). 
Indeed, there is no known component of the unstable cardiac syndrome which is not exacerbated by particulate 
air pollution continues. This concatenation of findings has led the scientific community to consider the 
association between exposure to particulate air pollution and increased cardiac and pulmonary mortality to be 
considered causal. 

Most recently, a study in the New England Journal of Medicine 1 examined life expectancy in 211 counties 
associated with 51 United States cities; this study found that a decrease in 10 microgram per cubic meter in air 
pollution levels was associated with a 0.6 year improvement in life expectancy. Interestingly, Springfield, 
Massachusetts was a city included in the study. According to the interactive graphic published on the associated 
web site, from 1978 to 1982 Springfield has a PM2.5 (fine particulate air pollution) level of 17.6 microgram per 
cubic meter, and from 1997 to 2001, PM2.5 was 11.5 . This drop in air pollution was accompanied by an 
increase in life expectancy from 74.7 to 77.1 years. Elimination of particulate air pollution would be expected to 
result in an increase in life expectancy of most of a year. Clearly, any increase in air pollution, as would result 
from the construction of a major new particulate air pollution source, would result in a lowering of life 
expectancy, trending to reverse gains made in the last 20 years. 

If the proposed biomass power plants are built in the Pioneer VaHey, the resulting excess air pollution would 
exacerbate an already unacceptable public health burden. 

1 Pope CA III, Ezzati M, and Dockery DW. Fine-Particulate Air Pollution and Life Expectancy in the United States. N Engl J Med 
2009;360:376-86) 

Other sources: 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (2004); Air quality criteria for particulate matter; US Environmental Protection Agency; 

American Thoracic Society (1996); Health effects of outdoor air pollution. Committee ofthe Environmental and Occupational Health 
Assembly of the American Thoracic Society; Am J Respir Crit Care Med 153(1): 3-50 

R. D. Brook, et al (2004); Air pollution and cardiovascular disease: a statement for healthcare professionals from the Expert Panel on 
Population and Prevention Science ofthe American Heart Association.; Circulation 109(2655-2671 

C. A. Pope, 3rd, M. Ezzati and D. W. Dockery (2009); Fine-particulate air pollution and life expectancy in the United States; N Engl J 
Med 360(4): 376-86 

C. A. Pope, 3rd (2007); Mortality effects of longer term exposures to fine particulate air pollution: review of recent epidemiological 
evidence; Inhal Toxicol 19 Suppl 1(33-8 

C. A. Pope, 3rd (2000); Epidemiology of fine particulate air pollution and human health: biologic mechanisms and who's at risk?; 
Environmental Health Perspective 108 Supp14(713-23 

J. H. Dickey (2000); Part VII. Air pollution: overview of sources and health effects; Dis Mon 46(9): 566-89 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 20109:25 AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Stevens 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: Gainesville doesn't need GREC 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: IVlelanie Shanks On Behalf Of Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2010 8:51 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Gainesville doesn't need GREC 

Ann, 

Please place in Docket Correspondence #090451 - Consumers and their Representatives. 

Thank you, 
Melanie 

From: Tom Bussing [mailto:tombussing@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 18, 2010 10:46 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Stevens 
SUbject: Gainesville doesn't need GREC 

Commissioner Ben A. Stevens III May 17, 2010 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Commissioner Stevens, 

The reopened evidentiary hearing on the GREC/GRU proposal 
(Docket 090451-EM) did not change the facts. The proposal remains 
an unneccessary and expensive risk for the ratepayers. 

The 100 megawatts of new generation capac1ty are not needed. 
GRU claims that the capacity will be needed by 2023 at the earliest. 
Even then, that "need" would not be justified. It would demonstrably 
be "manufactured" by GRU failing to bring on filler units and more 
cost-effective upgrades to existing units. 

Our utility's ratepayers would be saddled with the 
massive costs of these artificially stranded assets, as 
existing generators are taken off-line. 

5/19/2010 

mailto:mailto:tombussing@gmail.com
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The Net Present Value analysis for the proposal shows 
the project to be a loser in the first decades of operation. 
A rosy GRU projection describes a possible eventual advantage, 
but only in hazy and imprecise "forecasts" far into the future, 
the uncertainty exacerbated by the experimental technology 
and lack of a market record for this novel fuel. 

What the reopened hearing did add to the process 
was a baldly political power play by GRU. Rather than 
depend upon their factual filings, they orchestrated an 
overtly political dog-and-pony show in order to pressure 
the Florida Public Service Commissioners to make a 
decision in their favor. 

It is a mystery how our City Commissioners were 
able to plan their coordinated and well-orchestrated 
performances, under the Florida Sunshine Law. 

One can only wonder how such a performance 
would have been viewed, had the applicant been an 
Investor Owned Utility. If this is a creative precedent 
for future PSC dockets, and if IOU's see advantage in 
duplicating the effort, the future looks dark for Florida 
ratepayers. 

The statutory language that directs the PSC 
in these regulatory decisions is broad, and can 
bring up conflicting findings for and against a 
proposal. In adjudicating these matters, I would 
urge you to return to the primary role that underlies 
your authority, above the statutory detail. That is 
to provide competent protection for Florida ratepayers, 
who are inherently held hostage to these monopolistic 
utility systems. 

The GREC proposal will only be coming 
before the PSCthis one time. There will be 
no opportunity to monitor or amend the terms 
of this contract. With the heavy redactions in 
the public version of the contract, the ratepayers 
will never be able to see whether the agreement 
is met. 

The current dreamy City Commissioners who 
so desperately wish to be certified as "carbon neutral," 
at any price, will be long gone. 

5119/2010 
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Please do not hand over our energy future 
to this faulty and politically driven plan. 

Please vote to deny the petition. 

Yours truly, 

Thomas D. Bussing, PhD 
Former Mayor, City of Gainesville 

cc: FPS Commissioners 

5/19/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 17,20104:54 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: GRUIGREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, May 17, 2010 4:43 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Ann, 

Please place the e-mail below in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 
090451-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: James Barker [mailto:brack154@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 14/ 20102:32 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
CC: Office of Commissioner Skop; Commissioner.Stevans@psc.stateJl.us; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office 
of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Dear PSC Chairwoman Nancy Argenziano, 
and Commissioners -Skop, Stevens, Edgar and Klement, 

The below press release from March 13th is being submitted for the record reference the Gainesville Regional 
Utilities and GREC biomass plant under your consideration for Gainesville, Florida. 

Thank you, 

Brack Barker 

SSJ Chair 

5117/2010 


mailto:Commissioner.Stevans@psc.stateJl.us
mailto:mailto:brack154@msn.com


Page 2 of2 

Jhe_Suwal1neeLSt John_s~ierra~Group votes~to 
OR»01ie the_(2RUlGREC BiomaSSRlant 
Press Release, March 13, 2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida 
including Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

* A new power plant is not needed~ GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the 
ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the 
community and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.John's group opposes a new power 
plant. 

Brack Barker Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

5/17/2010 
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CO i"liSSlON 
May 11, 2010 CLERt{ 

Ann Cole, Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 

--l 

FPSC,CLK-CORRESPONDENCE2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Admlnlltntlvt ..........lCConMnI.
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 - 

DOCUMENT NO. \ \3'3 -09 
DISTRIBUTION: _____Dear Ms. Cole: 

Please consider the attached document to be considered in the 
correspondence file for the following case: 

Docket 090451 
Joint petition to determine need for Gainesville Renewable Energy 
Center in Alachua County, by Gainesville Regional Utilities and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. 

The statement represents the official position of the Florida 
Forestry Association regarding the use of Florida's forests for 
woody biomass. The statement is provided as supplemental to 
the testimony of Jeff G. Doran, who testified at the May 3 hearing 
in Tallahassee. 

Thank you for considering this request. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ 
Jeff G. Doran 
Executive Vice President 

http:floridaforest.org
mailto:info@forestfla.org


Doing Energy Right! 

POSITION STATEMENT 


The Use of Florida's Forests for Woody Biomass 

The Florida Forestry Association supports sustainable forestry and the 
practices that provide well-managed, sustainable forests, which meet today's 
demands for forest products without jeopardizing the needs of the future. 

The Florida Forestry Association is confident that Florida forests can playa 
significant role in supplying woody biomass for energy solutions. To 
sustainably achieve renewable energy production from wood sources, logging 
residues and urban wood waste have to be utilized along with an enhanced 
reforestation program. Reforestation must at least keep pace with forest 
harvest removals to keep Florida's forests sustainable. Any government 
incentive for reforestation or afforestation should not exclude any private 
landowner. 

We contend that free market forces should be the primary stimulant for the 
use of wood and wood waste as a renewable fuel source and for determining 
the optimum fuel choices for energy generation. Government should incite 
the research and development of technology and new tools to collect, harvest 
and transport logging residues and urban wood waste to help provide the 
necessary feedstock to fulfill any state or federal RPS mandate. 

Where state or federal governments are instituting incentives or mandates for 
renewable energy, all companies producing woody biomass energy should be 
eligible for comparable incentives. 

5.10 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 3:07 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Klement 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Your welcome. This information will be placed in Docket Correspondence ~ Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 0904S1-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 2:48 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: GRUjGREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Please add to docket 090451. 

Thanks, Betty. 

, 
,,~ ""~~l.-_\,~ ..",c.,. ',•• 

From: James Barker [mailto:brack154@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 2:32 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Cc: Office of Commissioner Skop; Commissioner.5tevans@psc.stateJl.us; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office 
of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: GRUjGREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Dear PSC Chairwoman Nancy Argenziano, 
and CommisSioners -Skop, Stevens, Edgar and Klement, 

The below press release from March 13th is being submitted for the record reference the Gainesville Regional 
Utilities and GREC biomass plant under your consideration for Gainesville, Florida. 

Thank you, 

Brack Barker 

SSJ Chair 

Th,Et,SywanneelSt,.lQbn$~~Lerra_Groyp~ote~to 
QJ.lRose~the~RJ.tLGRE~BiomaS~Rlant 

5114/2010 
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Press Release, March 13, 2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida 
including Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

* A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the 
ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the 
community and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.John's group opposes a new power 
plant. 

Brack Barker Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

5/14/2010 

"~--'---------------
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 3:07 PM 

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar ~.~"'~., ",~. 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants ~ Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Your welcome. This information will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451~EM. 

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 2:36 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 090451~EM. Thank you, Ann. 

Roberta S. Bass 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
(850) 413~6016 (Office) 
(850) 413-6017 (Facsimile) 
(850) 559-7291 (Mobile) 
LQj:;lEtr1a..b~ls~~ta~~n.JJ~ 

From: James Barker [mailto:brack154@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 14, 2010 2:32 PM 
To: Office of CommisSioner Argenziano 
Cc: Office of Commissioner Skop; Commissioner.Stevans@psc.state.fl.us; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office 
of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: GRU/GREC biomass plant and the PSC record 

Dear PSC Chairwoman Nancy Argenziano, 
and Commissioners -Skop, Stevens, Edgar and Klement, 

The below press release from March 13th is being submitted for the record reference the Gainesville Regional 
Utilities and GREC biomass plant under your consideration for Gainesville, Florida. 

Thank you, 

Brack Barker 

SSJ Chair 

5114/2010 
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TheSuwanneeLSt Johns Sierra Group votes to 
QPPJ~~~e_tl1f;LGRU/GREC Biomass_Riant 
Press Release, March 13, 2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida 
including Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

* A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel wilt be too expensive and a burden on the 
ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the 
community and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.John's group opposes a new power 
plant. 

Brack Barker Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

5114/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Thursday, May 13,20102:35 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Stevens 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: GRU Biomass Plant 

Thanks, Melanie. This information will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

, 

From: Melanie Shanks On Behalf Of Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Sent: Thursday, May 13,20102:09 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: GRU Biomass Plant 

Ann, 

This needs to be placed in docket #090451 - Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives 

Thanks! 
Melanie 

From: Josh Dickinson [mailto:josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Thursday, May 13, 2010 11:54 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Subject: GRU Biomass Plant 

Commissioner Nancy Argenziano, Chair 
May 

13,2010 
Florida Public Service Commission 

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Dear Ms. Argenziano, 

The PSC should turn down the proposed Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) 100 MW biomass plant. 
My perspective is that of a forestry professional dedicated to economically viable, environmentally 
appropriate and socially beneficial forest management in the Southeast. 

1. Is the biomass plant needed at this time to meet electricity demand? NQ, according to GRU new 
generating capacity is not needed until 2023. This assumes that GRU chooses does not implement an 
aggressive Demand Side Management (DSM) program. If such energy conservation and efficiency 
efforts are put in place, the need for new generating capacity can be postponed well beyond 2023. 

2. Are biomass resources available to fuel a biomass plant in Gainesville? For a much smaller plant fuel 
is available from a variety of local sources including right-of-way clearing, wood from clearing for urban 
sprawl and cleanup after storm events, removal of hardwoods associated with longleaf pine ecosystem 
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restoration, and thinning of forests in Alachua County. Supplying fuel for a 100 MW plant will put GRU 
in direct competition with paper and sawmills as well as two proposed biomass plants projecting 155 
MW biomass derived electrical generation. In all, there are currently 104 publically announced 
biomass consuming ventures proposed for the Southeast (forisk.com). 

3. Who will benefit from the sale of biomass to GRU? The primary beneficiaries will be large forest 
owners like the Real Estate Investment Trust, Plum Creek and other companies that purchased paper 
company lands. They anticipate having contractors scavenge biomass following pulpwood harvest. 

4. Will forest owning families benefit from sales of biomass to GRU? It will pay for family forest 
owners to sell modest volumes of thinnings, either for biomass or pulpwood. This volume would meet 
only a small percentage of the projected consumption by the proposed 100MW biomass plant. These 
owners can anticipate earning three to four times as much by selling quality sawtimber and poles. 
Many unsuspecting forest owners will be victimized by unscrupulous timber buyers who convince 
them to clearcut their land, with much of the wood going for biomass. 

5. Is the biomass harvesting projected by GRU sound from an environmental perspective? Definitively 
nQl. Harvest of "waste wood" following pulpwood harvest depletes the nutrient supply of the forest. 
Meeting competing demands for biomass will require further conversion of diverse natural forests to 
short rotation plantations, with resultant wildlife habitat loss. 

With best regards, 

Joshua C. Dickinson 

Joshua C.Dickinson, PhD 

The Forest Management Trust 

6124 SW 30 Avenue 

Gainesville, FL 32608 

ph:352-373-2377 

5/13/2010 
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Diamond Williams 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Diamond Williams 
Wednesday, May 12, 201011 :54 AM 
Ruth McHargue 
Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

"" " 

" ' ..... 
','0' . 

. '. ~ 

Subject: FW: To ClK Docket 090451- Response requested .;. " . ~ .; 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2010 11 :21 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: To CLK Docket 090451- Response requested 

docket correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Consumer Contact 
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2010 11: 14 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: To CLK Docket 090451- Response requested 

Copy on file, see 942878C. DH 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2010 11:06 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 
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-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 201010:48 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: billysshellservi@bellsouth.net 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: William Phillips 

Company: Billys Shell Service Inc 

Primary Phone: 352-372-4249 

Secondary Phone: 352-317-0972 

Email: billysshellservi@bellsouth.net 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

I am against the Bio-Mass plant proposaU think it is too risky and expense at this time.What about giving our 

landfills a break and burn gargage? 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, May 11 • 2010 10:27 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 Bio-Mass 

Attachments: RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My 

contact; RE: My contact 


Thank you for this infonnation. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office ofCommission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: dhvjllia@p-~9,~tlll!:!,Jl,JJ~ 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 9:52 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 Bio-Mass 

From: Angie Calhoun 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 20109:43 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: Protest to docket 090451 Bio-Mass 

511112010 




Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Wednesday, May OS, 20104:58 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2010 4:46 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: alvinctate@grnaiLcom 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: ALVIN TATE 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352.335.5994 

Secondary Phone: 405.562.0174 

Email: alvinctate@grnail.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

I urge you to deny the application from Gainesville for the Bio-mass power station! It's would create more 

problems that it will sure. Thanks of your consideration! 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 8: 11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl. us] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 05,20106:08 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Infonnation: 

Name: Charles Felder 

Company: none 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Vote NO on the Gainesville GRU biomass plant. 

Thank you 

C G Felder 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,20108:11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 05,2010 9:06 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: James Folks 

Company: none 

Primary Phone: 3523764605 

Secondary Phone: 3525387826 

Email: jjfolks41@cox.net 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Please vote no for the BIO-MASS plant for the Gainesville REGIONAL utilities 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,20108:11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2010 5:36 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Michael Danko 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: Danko.Michael@gmail.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

vote NO on the City of Gainesville's biomass. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,20108:11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.£l.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.£l.us] 

Sent: Thursday, May 06,2010 12:21 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: rcflg8tor@cox.net 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Roger Cox 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352 372-9044 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: rc£lg8tor@cox.net 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Vote NO on the Alachua County Biomass Project. It is TOO much of a gamble and there has to be a better way. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 8:11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto :contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 6:22 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Crystal Ladwig 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 813 293-2969 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: c1adwig2@cox.net 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Please do NOT proceed with the biomass plant unless and until there are established funds for it. Don't count on 

future funds. That's how our government has gotten into the mess we're in! 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, May 07,20108:07 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.f1.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1.us] 

Sent: Thursday, May 06,2010 10:57 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Ben and Cheryl Breon 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 377-7616 

Secondary Phone: 377-7616 

Email: cabinhome1000@yahoo.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Vote "no" on City of Gainesville's Biomass ... we don't need anymore hikes in our utility bills when it loses 

exorbitant amounts of money! 
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09046/~Efot
Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Tuesday, May 11, 2010 10:27 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: 090451 - response 

'..~}: ,~: ' 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and wiIi6ftp'1~c'edin Dock~i-2~;~~~ti"de~ce 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 9:50 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: 090451 - response 

customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,2010 8:11 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 05,2010 6:58 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Cc: kjb828@yahoo.com 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 
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Contact Information: 

Name: Kenneth Bieda 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 3523711704 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: kjb828@yahoo.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Vote "NO" on the bio-mass plant! 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Tuesday, May 11, 2010 10:25 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 

Thank: you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 09045l-EM. 

Thank: you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fi.us 
Phone: 850-4l3-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 10:00 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: Docket 090451 

customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, May 07,2010 8:07 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fi.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fi. us] 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 11 :49 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Cc: afn49@mindspring.com 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 
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Contact Information: 
Name: Goldie Schwartz 
Company: none 
Primary Phone: 352 495 3983 
Secondary Phone: 352 562 3831 
Email: afn49@mindspring.com 

Response requested? No 
CC Sent? Yes 

Comments: 
I would like to encourage the PSC commission to approve the permit for Gainesville Renewable Energy 

Center. Based on all the information available the biomass will be able to operate sustainably. There is a cost 
savings to the consumers because the plant is being built by a private company. It will help GRU utility meet 
any renewable mandates that likely will be required in the near future. 

The concern has been about the adequate supply ofbiomass and the company that is building plant has done 
extensive studies and has come to the conclustion that there is 5 times the amount ofbiomass that is needed 
within a 75 mile area ofplant 
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From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 1:06 PM 

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar . 

.,,'" -,~ 

' .... 1 

' 
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Ann Cole 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistant~ -CommissiO~ $uite 
~ ... ~ '1tji"I1H)\4'~"'" "-, .. ,.",' ,'W,", "·4."",,r 

Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Attachments: ALA_nationaUetter.pdf; Attached Message Part 

Thank you for this information. The attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 10:09 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 090451-EM. Thank you. 

Roberta S. Bass 
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
(850) 413-6016 (Office) 
(850) 413-6017 (Facsimile) 
(850) 559-7291 (Mobile) 
[oberta. bas~G,state.fLY~ 

From: Dick Stokes [mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net] 
Sent: Saturday, May 08, 2010 7:04 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Dear Chairwoman Argenziano, Commissioner Edgar, Commissioner Klement, Commissioner 
Skop and Commissioner Stevens, 

Please vote to deny the city of Gainesville's proposed 'biomass' power plant. 

I know you are under great political pressure to approve the expensive, unneeded power plant 
but please consider the rate payer. 

Contrary to statements by Gainesville officials, the rate payers are not aware of the rate hikes 
they'll be forced to pay if this proposed plant is built. 

5110/2010 
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The local newspaper has done a very poor job of covering the issue. The 'dozens' of public 
meetings the City claims to have had on the proposed bio-burner are a mystery. Repeated 
requests for documentation of these public meetings have been ignored. (The March 18th 
letter to the City from former Gainesville mayor Tom Bussing requesting a list of public 
meetings on the bio-burner is at the bottom of the page.) 

Based on the public meetings on the proposed bio-burner that actually occurred, the vast 
majority of the citizens who know about it, are against it. 

071159: Video of Evaluation of Biomass-fueled Generation Proposals, May 12, 2008 
Citizen comments @ 01 :47:40 
http://-fminesville.gral1icus!com/MediaPlayer.php?view id=5&clip id=319 

The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse 
effects of Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PM 1 0 & PM2.5 
http://W\!!Y'J.f1cv.com/biQm~ss.htIJlJ 

Attached is a letter from the National Lung Association 

Excerpt from the Lung Association letter: 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion of biomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

smp 

'Biomass' burning is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not 
carbon neutral, it's not environmentally friendly and it's not ecologically sound. 

If built, the proposed Gainesville 'biomass' plant will shackle our citizens with a 30 year debt. 
Please vote to deny it. 

Sincerely, 

Dick Stokes 
715 NE 2nd Street 
Gainesville 32601 

Please see letters regarding the proposed bio-burner below 

5110/2010 
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The Gainesville SUN 
hnp:llwww.gaiQ~sY.ille-.comJllrticl(!!20100414/0PINION03/414tOOl/-I/O:eINION?p=,lll&tc=pgall 

Joy Towles Ezell: Biomass plant is a mistake 

By Joy Towles Ezell 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Wednesday, April 14, 2010 

The Florida League of Conservation Voters opposes the proposed power plant in Gainesville. 

Gainesville does not need more electric power; it currently has a 63 percent reserve for the next two 
decades. The existing power plants are reliable and have been enhanced recently with expensive 
pollution controls and upgrades. 

The Gainesville City Commission needs to be aware of the disastrous effects this proposed incinerator 
will have on the ratepayers, the environment and the public's health. 

The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would burn two tons of wood per minute 
and would spew almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The estimated 2 billion pounds 
of C02 every year would accelerate global warming. 

An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious air pollution, 
cause traffic problems and be a financial burden for taxpayers to maintain local roads. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other greenhouse 
gases are a danger to public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add pollution to our air or deplete 
our potable water resources. 

Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees reduces the amount 
of C02 absorbed by trees and taken out of the atmosphere. 

Basic forestry truths: There is no waste in nature, and "residual biomass" needs to stay in the woods to 
replenish the soil. 

We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels of C02 to prevent serious global 
consequences. Biomass burning power plants will only accelerate climate change. 

It's time for the commissioners to acknowledge that they made a terrible mistake and vote to cancel the 
contract before it's too late. 

The city of Gainesville needs to fix the failed solar program, expand energy efficiency programs and 
aggressively help customers reduce energy consumption. 

Doing so would create many new jobs that would benefit the community and region. 

5/10/2010 
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For more information, see the Florida League of Conservation Voters summary documentation on 
adverse effects of biomass plants at b1::tll:IIWFW~t1cV.comlbiom~ass,htmJ 

Joy Towles Ezell is president of the Florida League of Conservation Voters. She lives in Perry. 

Gainesville SUN - April 13, 2010 
hnp:llwww.gll.inesvilk.com/:;y:ticle/20} 00413/0PINIQN0211 0041986JI1 07710PINION?p=3&tc=pg 

Biomass is bad for us 

In his April 11 Speaking Out, Don Post, a retired professor of forestry, claims that the proposed biomass 
plant will be good for our forests. What he really means is that it will be good for the forest products 
industry and for landowners, such as himself, who have destroyed our natural forests and replaced them 
with biologically destitute tree farms. 

Now that the cancer of growth has finally slowed down, industrial foresters have no market for particle 
board, pulp for junk mail, and other low value products so they are turning to biomass. 

Industrial forestry has already degraded vast areas of our state. Future reliance on biomass will be the 
death knell not only for truly sustainable forestry, but also for nature as we know it. 

We should work to restore the vibrant and diverse ecosystems that were once the glory ofNorth Florida. 

Bruce Morgan 
Archer 

The Gainesville Sun - May 4, 2010 

htt.n~llwww.gain~s..Yille.com/article/20 1 00504/0PINI ONOZ/l 00509857I-I 10pinion?Title=Letters-to-th~~: 


EdUQf-MIl,)':3: 

A better way 

Ifwe are concerned about C02 and pollution, then GRU's biomass plans are faulty. There is no way you 
can convince me that letting a piece of wood rot on the ground where it falls has a larger carbon 
footprint than having two city employees in a big truck pick it up, drive it 40 miles to Deerhaven, and 
then bum it. 

A more logical approach would be to take the same $500 million and put $20,000 solar installations 
(sufficient for an average home) on 25,000 customers' roofs. 

GRU's website says they have 90,000 customers including businesses, so the solar approach would 
become a significant percentage of GRU's output. Not only would this give those customers free or 
nearly-free electricity for decades, it would alleviate GRU's need to bum coal (or anything else) for 
them. 

Ben Butler, 
Alachua 

5/10/2010 
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Gainesville Sun· April 9th 
http://www.gainesviU~&Qm/arti.cle!2010Q.q.OS!NEWS/10Q_4Q9427/·lLOPINJON7Jitle=ROllJt1d-Saff
Scrtijl:the=biQmass-plant 

Dr. Saff: Scrap the biomass plant 

The City of Gainesville should scrap the proposed unnecessary 100 MW 'biomass'power plant. 

Incineration increases green house gases in the atmosphere causing a rise in global temperatures and 

harmful consequences to human health. 


There is evidence for a relationship between air emissions exposure and lung cancer. 


Emission of hazardous gases such asA carbon monoxide, formaldehyde, and nitrogen oxides. 

Particulate matter from incineration A interferes with normal lung development, reduces lung function, 

increases episodes asthma, emphysema, pneumonia and bronchitis; aggravates heart disease; chronic 

obstructive lung disease; chronic bronchitis; and increases the risk of cancer and genetic mutations. 


Pregnant mothers exposed to high levels of air pollution give birth to children with an increasd risk of 

stunted I Qs. 


The Florida Medical Association supports development of comprehensive programs for resource 

conservation, recycling and composting and the Massachusetts Medical Society called 3 proposed 

biomass plants there"an unacceptable public health risk". Conservation, efficiency and solar are what 

we need to protect public health 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Florida Medical Association Environment and Health Section 


Dr. Saff is an asthma and allergy specialist in Tallahassee 


The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse effects of 

Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PMlO & PM2.5 

hnp:1Lwww.f1cv.com/biom~$s.html 

The Gainesville Sun· April 8 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/201 0040S/OPfNlON02/1 Q(M0952511 077/0PINI ON?p=3&tc=pg 

No need for biomass 

Rob Brinkman ("Biomass needed to achieve Kyoto goals," Voice, 4-3) might be the first to agree that 
creation of greenhouse gas policy based on bad science is not "sustainable." Building a biomass plant in 
a rush to achieve Kyoto goals is an anachronism that clings to a demonstrably failed IPCC global 
warming hypothesis. 

There is no longer a compelling need to invest scarce dollars for biomass plant in Gainesville. 

5110/2010 
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Harold Saive, 

Gainesville 

The Gainesville Sun· April 6 
http://www.gainesville.cQrnlarticle/20100406/0PINION02/1QQ40970511 07710PINI ON?Title=Letters
to-the-Editor-April:::6 

No position taken 

I would like to clarify a statement made by Karen Orr, chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, in 
her March 29 letter ("Why physicians are against biomass energy"). 

Orr stated the American Lung Association of the Southeast opposes biomass plants. We have not taken a 
formal position on biomass plants. We do, however, have concerns about increasing sources of air 
pollution from energy production, including biomass, as it relates the potential effects it poses for at-risk 
groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes and heart disease. 

Burning wood, or any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into the air, affecting both the 
environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, we are concerned about the diesel equipment critical to plant operations and the trucks 
delivering the fuel source. These can add significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby 
communities. 

Although we have concerns about these new energy sources adding to air pollution, we are even more 
concerned about the older plants that do not use the best available technology to capture toxic emissions. 
The American Lung Association works hard for more stringent regulations. 

Brenda Olsen, RN 
Chief Operating Officer 
American Lung Association 
of the Southeast, Inc. 
Tallahassee 

The Tallahassee Democrat 
bJtp:L!fiQl:jQjiillsagainstincin~ratorsindisg"Uise.com/categqrx/medical-opposUion/ 

Frank Holcomb's Op-Ed misrepresents American Lung Assocaition's position on Biomass 
Incinerators 

Attached is the Lung Association's response to today's op-ed on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden 
County. The op-ed misrepresented our position and we would like to make sure the public hears from us 
directly. Thanks for your consideration. 
Brenda 

511012010 
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"As the Chief Operating Officer for the American Lung Association in Florida, I would like to clarify a 
statement made in Frank Holcomb's recent editorial on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden County. 
In his piece, he mentioned a position by the Clean Air Choice group within the American Lung 
Association that could be viewed as an endorsement of biomass energy. The information Mr. Holcomb 
cited was pulled from a website in Illinois and is not the position of the American Lung Association in 
Florida on the subject. 

The American Lung Association has significant concerns regarding the proposed biomass plant and the 
potential effects it could pose for at-risk groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes 
and heart disease. Burning wood, or burning any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into 
the air which affect both the environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, diesel equipment critical to plant operation, like the trucks delivering wood, will add 
significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby communities. A constant supply of fuel is 
needed requiring these trucks to make multiple, daily trips to and from the plant. The age of these 
vehicles and idling practices will also have a significant impact on the level of pollution emitted, and 
increase the potential damage to air quality and the health of Gadsden County citizens. 

Furthermore, we have noticed a pattern nationwide of biomass plants being proposed for rural areas 
away from cities; where less protective pollution control restrictions and weaker permitting requirements 
apply. Plant proponents will say that they "meet the air pollution requirements" but the requirements 
themselves tend to be more lax. 

Our organization is dedicated to healthy air and healthy lungs for all Floridians. I encourage the leaders 
of Gadsden County to consider the potential negative health effects on an already medically vulnerable 
and underserved community" 

Brenda Olsen, RJ"l 
Chief Operating Officer 

American Lung Association of the Southeast, Inc. 

Serving Florida, Georgia and South Carolina 


The Gainesville Sun 

Letter to the Editor 
http://WW\Y!~ainesvme.cQlJl/artic1e/20100329/COLUMNISTS/3291002 

Why physicians are against 'biomass' energy 

The Florida Medical Association and The American Lung Association of the Southeast oppose 
"biomass" power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to public health. 

At least 75,000 physicians have signed resolutions proposing the banning or severe restrictions on the 
burning of "biomass" (for electricity) due to the increased risk of premature infant death, asthma in 
adults and children, chronic bronchitis, heart disease and stroke. 

Emissions from "biomass" plants disproportionately harm the newborn, children, athletes, the 
chronically ill, those with lung disease and the elderly. People with emphysema, other chronic lung 
diseases, angina or congestive heart failure will be sicker. 
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Write the mayor and city commissioners. Tell them to fix the City's failed solar program and cancel the 
contract for the "biomass" plant before it's too late. 

For more information on medical opposition to "biomass" plants, see h1tp:llbiomc;ss.n(j 

Karen Orr 
The Energy Justice Network 
Chairwoman 
Gainesville 

NAACP criticizes biomass plant 

The group says the plant would be too costly for minorities. 

By Chad Smith 
Staff writer 

Saturday, March 13,2010 at 6:01 a.m. 

The local chapter of the NAACP wants the city to reconsider its proposed biomass power plant, fearing 
it would cause a spike in utility bills that would hit the poor the hardest. 

Related Links:Candidates at odds over energy Earlier this month, Michael Bowie, president of the 
Alachua County branch of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, sent city 
commissioners a letter asking them to "withdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant. II 

In an interview, Bowie said the project would have a significant impact on those in the lower 
socioeconomic tier, a majority of whom are minorities. 

"It will be tough for the entire community, but it will definitely be a burden on the poor community," he 
said. 

In the letter, he wrote, "(Gainesville Regional Utilities') map of KWh consumption per square foot of 
residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy consumption and the 
distribution of lower income African-American population." 

He wrote that the "project raises serious questions," asked why it had to be built now when the city 
won't need the capacity until 2023, and questioned whether cost estimates were valid considering a 
growing interest in biomass. 

"It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the proposed 
biomass plant! II the letter concluded. 

Bowie and GRU leaders have scheduled a meeting for Monday to discuss the plant's effects on utility 
rates. 

The city is trying to answer some of the same concerns in Tallahassee, where the state's Public Service 
Commission will be deciding whether the plant will move ahead. 
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GRU spokesman Dan Jesse said the city-owned utility believes it will be "best for the customers and the 
rates in the long term." 


As for the meeting Monday, Jesse said, "We're just going to be trying to convince them that this is a 

good business decision." 


Contact Chad Smith at 338-3104 or chad.smith@gvillesun.com 

http://}Y}YW-,gainesville.comlarticle/20100313/ARTICLES/3131016 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group votes to oppose the 
GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

Press Release, March 13,2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida including 
Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

* A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the community 
and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/StJohn's group opposes a new power plant. 

Brack Barker Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

Josh Dickinson: Biomass energy threatens woodlands 
Published March 14,2010 
http://www.gainesville.comlarticle/20 1 00314/0PINION0311 00319871 

The Gainesville Sun, March 7,2010 
http://www.gainesville.comlarticle/20 1 00307/0PINI ON0211 00309645 

GRU's $500 million biomass folly 

I would rephrase from Pamela Mincey's letter to the Sun (March 4): 

"Unknowledgeable biomass advocates are declaring the proposed 
unneeded tree-burning plant to be financially responsible." 
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GRU has 63% overcapacity. To build a 500-million-dollar experi
mental new plant is folly. The Florida Public Service Commission 
is poised to deliver that verdict. 

Only erroneous political anointment as a "carbon neutral" fuel, 
with consequent massive subsidies, propels the biomass fiasco. 

Her foolish enthusiasm for chipping up Georgia's forests 
(for shipment to Europe, no less) exposes the flawed logic 
of these biomass advocates. How on God's green earth 
can that be "carbon neutral?" 

Next thing you know, they'll bring us a plan to clear-cut 
the Amazon and ship it to China as "carbon neutral" fuel. 

Tom Bussing 
Gainesville 

The Gainesville Sun 

Letters to the Editor 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/2QlQ02I9/QPINION02/I00219442/l077/0PINION?Title=Lett~r.s= 
to-the-Editor-Feb=12 

Published: Friday, February 19,2010 

Fueling GRU's biomass 

In regard to the requirements of the new 100 MW biomass plant: How did the U.S. Forest Service 
determine that a 75-mile radius from Gainesville is the plant's supply area? This area incorporates a 
minimum of 19 counties and covers approximately 11 million acres. 

How can the Forest Service guarantee access and availability for fully half of the 1.5 million tons of 
logging residue left behind annually in the 5.5 million acres of forest in this area? As currently planned, 
we will require that much logging residue to fuel 75 percent of our new plant. 

The 75-mile radius incorporates the cities of Jacksonville, St. Augustine, Leesburg, Crystal River, Cedar 
Key and Jasper. How can GRU depend upon the cooperation of the many municipalities and owners of 
the privately held forests to satisfy our increased local consumption? 

And does GRU's 30-year contract with GREC include an iron-clad requirement that the biomass burners 
with their advanced emission controls be upgraded as technology improves to produce cleaner energy? 

Andy and Eleanor Merritt 

Cross Creek 

http://www.gainesvill?.pomlarticleI2010021610PINION0211002196711-110PINION?p=2&tc=pg 
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Published: Tuesday, February 16,2010 

The PSC nailed it 

The Florida Public Service Commissioners have stepped in to provide the first meaningful scrutiny of 
GRU's proposed bio-burner, something not a single member of the City Commission has done. 

PSC Commissioner Nathan Skop nailed it: "GRU and the city are taking a huge risk with the rate payers' 
money." 

The Sun reported that PSC staff made estimates including a $100 million loss for the project by 2043. 
That is GRU's own estimate, and PSC staff merely comment on it. 

They are charitable in accepting GRU's numbers, and also in not pointing out that under this same "base 
case" scenario, the red ink actually bottoms out at negative $320 million dollars as of 2030. That's 
without wood prices rising faster than inflation, an obvious possibility that GRU's rosy projection 
(amazingly) doesn't even consider. 

The plan would leave the ratepayers paying for the folly, with jacked up bills and "stranded assets" 
littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts of overcapacity, for power that we do 
not need. 

Tom Bussing, 

Gainesville 

The biomass scam 

Many thanks to the Public Service Commission and The Gainesville Sun for exposing the true reason 
behind GRU's push for the biomass plant. It is not ecology. It is a form of corporate greed. 

The Feb. 11 article states there is not even a "capacity need" until 2023. So, why build it? 

The Sun reports that 50 of its 100 megawatt capacity will be sold to Orlando, Lakeland, and other areas. 
In other words $500 million of our tax dollars will be spent in the hopes GRU can tum a profit selling 
our electricity to someone else. 

The Sun also states your electric bill will also go up a minimum of $4 per month. 

And to add insult to injury for you folks out in the countryside, any profit that might possibly happen 
will be returned by GRU to the Gainesville city treasury, not you. Talk about taxation without 
representation! 

Ben Butler, 

Alachua 

Letters to the Editor, Gainesville Sun, February 6 
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lLtmJ!~.gainesyille.com/a.rtic1e/201 00206/0PINION02/1 00209650/-1/0PINION?Title=L~tters-to
the-Editor-Feb-6 

Biomass disaster 
"Biomass" plants pose an undue risk to public health and the environment. Promoting these incinerators with 
public subsidies on the false claim that they produce "green" electricity is indefensible public policy. 

Under current or proposed laws "biomass" burning will dramatically increase greenhouse gases. It is not 'carbon 
neutral" as the industry claims. 

Current research, data from company permits and proposals, environmental impact reports, and government 
analyses show that for several key pollutants (notably C02, NOx and particulates), biomass burning is "dirty 
energy" - worse than coal. The Florida Medical Society, The Massachusetts Medical Society and the American 
Lung Association of New England oppose biomass power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to 
public health. 

The U.S. Senate will be acting soon on proposed laws to give "biomass" plants more tax credits. 

Please urge senators Bill Nelson and George LeMieux to stand with the interests of the people they represent 
and vote NO on all tax credits for "biomass" burning to make electricity. 

To learn about some of the fourteen proposed "bioenergy" plants in North Florida, visit the Floridians Against 
Incinerators in Disguise website at http://biomess.net 

Karen Orr, Co-chair 
The Energy Justice Network 
Gainesville 

Fall and winter 2009 letters and columns published in The Gainesville Sun opposing the proposed 
'biomass' incinerator in Gainesville Florida. 

Published: Wednesday, December 30, 2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

Not enough wood for GRU's furnace 

In his Dec. 20 column, Ron Cunningham listed some of the reasons wood for GRO's biomass generator 
may be too expensive for us to buy when that unit is ready to produce electricity. He suggests the local 
community could buy a forest to supply fuel for the plant "just in case" prices reach a level we cannot 
afford. 

He says we might even persuade the state to allow harvesting fuel wood on the forest land it owns in the 
county. 

It's a good thought, except that there isn't enough available forest land in the county to help us ratepayers 
much. The plant will burn nearly 2 tons of wood a minute, and it takes over an acre of productive 
Florida timberland to grow that much wood in a year. 

The county owns and manages 6,100 acres of productive timberland, while the state owns about 5,500 
acres outside Payne's Prairie. Together, state and county-owned forests might fuel about seven and a half 
days of biomass generator operation each year, assuming they were sustainably managed and produced 
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as much wood per acre as the commercial timberlands in the county do. 


Even if we clear cut the whole 11,700 acres of county and local state forestland to fire the plant in an 

emergency, the total harvest would supply the generator for only about nine months. 


It would take about 880 square miles of sustainably managed Florida timberland land to supply all the 

wood GRU will burn in its generator in a year. There are only 874 square miles of dry land in the entire 

county. 


This explains in part why so many of us have opposed the biomass generator since the idea first surfaced 


Dian Deevey, 

Chair, 

Alachua County 

Environmental Protection 

Advisory Committee, 

Gainesville 


Let's talk about the GRU elephant 

Not long ago one could find posters at GRU headquarters that stated "Burn to Earn". I'm not sure if the 
posters are still there, but it looks like the newest incarnation of this "Burn to Earn" business model is 
the building of a new biomass power plant. 

GRU has two jobs: provide utility services and generate "profits" for the city's general budget. GRU 
"profits" pay approximately 36 percent of Gainesville's operating expenses in a process they call the 
"revenue transfer." 

The "revenue transfer" is the elephant in the room no one wants to talk about when discussing future 
power options. GRU must continue to make money to fund the city's expenses or taxpayers will have to 
pay higher taxes and city commissioners are reluctant to suggest any increases in taxes for fear they 
won't get re-elected. So, we are stuck in the 20th century "Burn to Earn" paradigm. 

It's time to talk about the elephant in the room. Burning trees is not the way we should be generating 
revenue for our city. We need a better way to finance the services Gainesville provides to its citizens or 
we will continue to waste millions of dollars working through more proposals to burn things that 
generate electricity and "profits." 

Let's make it clear to GRU and the City Commission that we don't a biomass plant in our community 
either. 

Ed Brown, 
Gainesville 

"Not enough wood for GRU's furnace" and "Let's talk about the GRU elephant" 
http://www.gainesville.com/article120091230/0PINION02/912;!89926 

December 21, 2009 
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The Shell Game 

Gainesville Is Giving Away Its Energy Future 

By Thomas Bussing 

It defies belief that the biggest utility contract in our city's history has been offered to an essentially 
empty paper entity whose principle activity is financial speculation, quick profit and quick sell-off. 

We the people are committing to their 500 million dollar private contract to burn trees so that we can 
buy back electricity at more expensive rates. 

Until now we were a municipal utility that built, owned and operated its system on behalf of the citizens. 
This deal transfers future ownership to shifting paper corporations who in turn sell off the rights they 
acquired from us. 

Better hope it all works perfectly, because the bail-out leaves us bankrupt and in hock forever to outside 
private financiers. 

We have been told that we cannot break this contract. We have been told it's too late, that if it is stopped 
the city might incur a financial penalty for the default. 

What we really worry about is the opposite: that going ahead with this plant may bring on the biggest 
financial disaster possible for a city. We who pay the rates are on the line to pay the half-billion dollar 
cost. 

But there is hope. 

A good start is simply agreeing that building this plant is a bad idea, and that therefore the agreement is 
against our interests. The facts tell us it would be better to not go ahead. 

Many letters to this newspaper have presented various reasons why we would be better off if this plant is 
not built. Here are a few more. 

The contractor, "Nacogdoches Power," is a corporate entity created for a single project, a planned bio
burner in Nacogdoches, Texas, for which it was named. Quoting from their December 14,2007 proposal 
to GRU: "Nacogdoches Power was formed in 2005 .... the company has no permanent employees ... " 

They are not builders or operators of power plants. They are merely seekers of financial arrangements, 
which they re-sell. They have no visible balance sheet and no actual employees. 

They recently sold their so-called "Texas Project" to another outfit, before even getting it constructed. 
"Nacogdoches Power" has rebranded into "American Renewables" in the process. 

They will not be running whatever gets built here. They may not even construct it. But they expect to be 
lucratively rewarded for their short time in town. 

GRU admits that when completed, this plant will command a premium (high) price for its output. Rates 
can be expected to rise. In the end, to solve such problems we may be forced to buy them out and at a 
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price that has not been disclosed. 


Amazingly, such key terms have never been disclosed to the public, nor even our elected commissioners 

and mayor. 


Five hundred million dollars is a lot of money to contract for, and it is we, the citizens who live here, 

who will have to pay unless it is stopped. 


There is one thing we can all agree upon that it would be far better for this contract to be voided than 

to take the enormous risk of bankrupting our utility and our city. 


Not a brick has been laid, no equipment purchased for this proposed plant. 


With that as our goal, we can proceed to explore mechanisms and any costs of extricating our City from 

this ill-advised and hastily-agreed-to contract. 


In the long run, we will be much better off. 


Dr. Thomas Bussing served as Mayor of Gainesville (2001-2004) 


Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
http://:floridiansa..gainstincineratorsindisguise.CQm/2009112/211gainesville-is-:giving:!:lway-its-energy
futurel 

Go Green Nation 
bt:1:p:llwww.gogreennation.org/Z009/12/gainesville-is-giving:away-its-energy-future-%c2%ab-we
oppose-biomass-inciner(;ltor-projects-in-floridal 

http://www.gainC$yille.com/article/2Q091224/0PINION02/912239969/-1/QPINION?Title=Letters-to

the-Editor-Dec-24 


Published December 24, 2009 


"Let's Harvest our Heritage Forests for Biomass" 


Not content with the exaggerated supply of "waste wood" 
that the ill-advised wood incinerator purports to "take care of," 
apparently such advocates as Ron Cunningham have their eyes 
on our Preservation Forests. 

The "waste wood" they want to bum keeps our soil alive. 
It is critical to sustainable forests. Our Preservation Forests 
need to continue this natural soil-building cycle. 

>From the start, to even discuss this proposed forest-burning 
power plant as a mere "waste wood burner" is to acquiesce 
to the prevalent political spin. That's a bad joke on us. 
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In truth, this plant is designed to be a massive tree harvester. 


But to be on the safe side, Cunningham suggests, if the fuel wood 

plantations can't keep up with the 1,000,000 tons per year appetite 

of the Tree Incinerator, let's bum our Heritage Forests. 


Brilliant. 


Dick Stokes 


Gainesville 


http://~.gainesville.comlartic1e/20Q9121010PINION02/912099991/1077/0PINION?Title=Letters
to-the-:Eqjtor-Dec-10 


Save our trees 


GRU director Bob Hunzinger (Dec. 6) would have us believe that biomass is a renewable energy source. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. 


He speaks of utilizing "forestry waste" as though it was a useless byproduct of a sustainable industry. 

The timber industry has already destroyed most of the natural forests ofNorth Florida and has replaced 

them with ecologically useless pine plantations. 


The only part of a pine plantation that is ever returned to nature is the so called "waste" that GRU 

intends to burn. The "waste" in question consists of what little organic material escapes the loggers, the 

decomposition of which is critically important to the soil. 


There is no waste in nature, every leaf, twig, and bug counts. By turning to biomass we are acting like 

starving peasants who chop down the last few trees in the desert to feed their starving goats. 


Tum off the lights if we must, but leave us the last of our trees! 


Bruce J. Morgan, 


Archer 


ht:t12:I!~,gainesville.com/artj91~2Q091212/0PINION02/91211998811077/0PINION?Title=Letter~: 
to-the::Editor-.Qe9:-12 

It's not too late 

GRU contracted to build a biomass plant and stick it in our own backyard. It was labeled "renewable 
energy" to make us feel good. 

A biomass plant is simply an incinerator that will burn trees and pine needles; stable forms of carbon 
which will now be released directly into the air we breathe. 

Carbon dioxide is a byproduct of combustion, whether it is wood or coal. My lungs can't tell the 
difference. 
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Add to this carbon footprint the 140-plus semi-truckloads of wood debris per day, which will result in 
additional carbon dioxide emissions. It's not too late to change our minds again. 

JeffPeet, 

Newberry 

The Gainesville Sun 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/20091019INEWS/910199925/-1/0PINION?Title=Ronald-Saff
Rej ect-Gainesville-biomass-plant 

Guest Column 

Monday, October 19,2009 

Dr. Ronald Saff: Reject Gainesville Biomass Plant 

As a former U.F. undergrad, I am proud of the high caliber education I received in Gainesville which 

has enabled me to achieve my dream of becoming a physician. Although Alachua County receives high 

marks in educational standards for its premier institution, the county sadly has received a very poor 

grade from the American Lung Association's State of the Air Report which gave the county an Fin 

ozone and C in particle pollution (soot). A proposed biomass plant for your community will only make 

the poor air quality there even more hazardous. 


Not only does air pollution cause heart and asthma attacks, strokes, cancer, missed work days and 

shortened life, pregnant mothers exposed to high levels of air pollution give birth to children with 

stunted IQ's making poisoned air an educational issue as well. 


The Florida Medical Association, deeply concerned about the massive amounts of carcinogens belched 

from the smoke stacks of biomass plants and other incinerators, urges State Government to minimize 

their approval and construction. 


My Medical Society in Tallahassee wrote a letter of concern to the Department of Environmental 

Protection stating that the physicians were concerned that pollutants from a proposed biomass plant 

would adversely affect patients with respiratory and cardiac conditions and will increase the incidence of 

respiratory conditions in children. 


With half of all men and one-third of all women developing some form of cancer at some time in their 

lives, society needs less biomass plants and not more of them. I urge Alachua County residents and the 

Medical Society to follow the example set by Tallahasseeans who realize the health risks that a biomass 

plant would bring and protested loudly to our politicians. We chased away the biomass plant sited for 

Tallahassee and with enough screaming and shouting you can do the same. 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 


The Gainesville Sun 

hJJpJ/www.gainesville.com/article/20091022/0PINION02/91022100111077/0PINION?Title=Letters
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Letters to the Editor - Oct. 22 

We don't need this biomass plant 

There is no need to build a huge, polluting tree-burning 100 megawatt power plant in Gainesville. 

Four semitrailers per hour of trees will be burned daily at Deerhaven. Five more tree burners are planned 
for North Florida putting us right into a smog belt. 

The tree-burning power plant will release higher levels of polluting C02, NOX and carbon monoxide 
than the coal burner. Collecting and transporting trees will add considerably to the overall unhealthy 
pollution. 

GRU should be responsive to ratepayers who are now using less electricity. Ratepayers want to and need 
to conserve energy. GRU should pursue investment in energy efficiency in commercial buildings, 
homes, schools and public buildings. 

The fastest way to reduce the emission of greenhouse gases is to plant more trees and store more carbon 
in soils and leave the "waste" in place. 

There is no such thing as waste in nature or a forest. Organic matter must be replenished constantly and, 
if it is not, it will slowly disappear from the soil. 

The City of Gainesville can be a vanguard for solar power and pass conservation and efficiency 
measures that will protect our remaining forests and reduce emissions. 

These measures will save millions of dollars for taxpayers and keep our air cleaner and healthier. 

December McSherry, 
McSherry Tree Farm, 
Archer 

Submitted version 

The Gainesville Sun 
http://~gainesviUe.coI]1!articleaQ091 0 1510PINION02/91Q14983611 Q77!OPINION?Title= Leners
to-the_~Editor-Oct-15-2009 

Published: Thursday, October 15,2009 

A throwback plant 

The proposed tree-burning power plant is no more than a throwback to the charcoal furnaces of the 19th 
century. 
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The forests of America were decimated to fuel a much small population need for industrial fuel. 


There are already a number of huge enterprises lined up to turn our forests into energy dollars. 


Huge plants are going in across the southeast, some to burn the wood, others to ship it off as pellets to be 

burned overseas. 


The results of this unseemly rush-to-burn will be long lasting and devastating to our forests. 


Clever lobbying that brought us the ethanol scam has continued to spread incentives for any-and-all 

biofuel schemes, including even garbage-burners. 


Massive burning of things into our air will increase global warming. 


Reducing our over-use of power through greater efficiencies and old-fashioned conservation has to be 

the first step, not building a giant new tree-incinerator. 


For more information see "The Burning Issues With Biomass" at http://www.energyjustice.netibiomass/ 


Karen Orr 

Energy Justice Network, Co-chair 


The Gainesville Sun 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/20091001/0PINION02/90930989811077/0PINION?Title=Letters
to-the-Editor-Oct-I-2009 

Published: Thursday, October 1,2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

A simple question: Is plant needed? 

In his Saturday Speaking Out, former mayor Tom Bussing brought up some interesting questions about 
the new power plant approved last year by the City Commission. 

There are many points to be argued as to the wisdom of bringing in the Nagadoches company to run this 
biomass fueled power plant, but my question is simple: Do we need it? 

At the time the commissioners were discussing options for future power needs, GRU stated that if 
Gainesville residents followed GRU energy conservation guidelines, 
our current plant would provide sufficient power for something like 12 years, as I remember. Now, GRU 
tells us that residents have surpassed those conservation expectations and at this level of consumption 
the need for increased power could be pushed back farther. And that because of our conserving, the 
utility rates will have to be increased. 

I would expect that utility users will find more ways to conserve if their rates increase. 

Interestingly, I haven't yet noticed much of a change in wasteful usage of energy. It's still freezing in the 
post office, store employees still wear sweaters in the summer, lighting is still overused. 

I haven't seen a large amount of solar panels or reflective roofing being installed yet, which will come 
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as costs go down with higher demand. 

Could more focused conservation along with more widely used alternative energy sources push an 
increased energy demand back another 10 years? Why should Nagadoches come set up shop? How 
much will this cost us and is there a need? Seems like a needless waste of energy. 

Monica Cooper, 

Gainesville 

Thomas D. Bussing: GRU's carbon folly 

By Thomas D. Bussing 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Saturday, September 26,2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

Here's an "Inconvenient Truth" about global warming on our local level: Last May our city 
commissioners and mayor voted for a massive increase in GRU's emissions of C02. 

The giant new wood-incinerating power plant at Deerhaven is expected to burn one million tons of 
"biomass" every year. (The current coal plant burns less than half that tonnage in producing twice as 
much electricity.) 

Building the new plant would more than double the smokestack emissions at Deerhaven. This is 
bizarrely promoted as a "clean and green" project by our city officials. In fact, it is neither. 

Dr. William Sammons has written an excellent expose on this (SUN on-line, July 15, 2009), disclosing 
the fact that wood-burning plants actually emit double the C02 compared to a coal plant, and thus 
double the climate impact. 

Most of us know that wood is not an efficient fueL Besides having a low inherent "heat value," it comes 
with a moisture content that must be boiled off in the flame. Thus, more C02 is produced for the same 
amount of heat. 

It is illogical to advocate this inefficient fuel as a means to reduce C02 in the atmosphere. Kilowatt for 
kilowatt, it will spew more C02 than a coal plant. 

The overriding forces driving this ill-conceived plan are subsidies, regulatory loopholes, and a contorted 
logic that claims "carbon neutrality" for the plant's exhaust emissions. This "convenient" replacement for 
truth holds that "Since growing trees absorb C02, the emissions from this plant are just recycled back 
into trees ... which we will then burn." 

The fallacy is in believing that plants take up all C02 emissions. In fact plants absorb some, the ocean 
absorbs more (and as a consequence is becoming more acidic by the year), but a portion just stays and 
builds up in the atmosphere. That buildup is associated with global warming, and it doesn't matter if the 
C02 comes from coal, gas or "biomass." 
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It is a fact that "biomass" burning produces more C02 than the conventional fuels. And "biomass" C02 
does not somehow migrate specifically to growing plants. It will, some of it, be in the atmosphere for 
many thousands of years. 

There are many more truths that will continue to come forth to substantiate that the proposed wood
incinerator is a bad idea for Gainesville. But let's take them one at a time. 

First of all, it is not "clean and green." 

Thomas D. Bussing served as mayor of Gainesville 2001-2004. 

The Gainesville Sun 
http://WYfY.:I.gainesviU~.comlarticLe!20090715INEWS/9071~9938/-1/0PlNION?Title=Williarn= 
SammoJJ~-New-GRU-=plant-will-be-neither-clean=nor-green 

William Sammons: New GRU plant will be neither clean nor 
green 

Published: Wednesday, July 15,2009 at 1:52 p.m. 

The recently approved contract with a Boston company to build a costly wood incinerator electrical 
generation plant in Gainesville was sold to us as "clean and green." It is neither. 

The fact is, this "biomass" plant will spew almost twice as much C02 as the proposed coal plant it 
replaces - an estimated 2 billion pounds of C02 every year, 2 billion pounds that will accelerate global 
warming. The proponents argue that the trees burned in the plant will grow back, so the project is 
"carbon neutral." 

However, as the EPA stated on April 24, 2009, in the Endangerment Proposal on C02, "Indeed, for a 
given amount of C02 released today, about half will be taken up by the oceans and terrestrial vegetation 
over the next 30 years, and a further 30 percent will be removed over a few centuries, and the remaining 
20 percent will only slowly decay over time such that it will take many thousands ofyears to remove 
from the atmosphere." 

In simple fact, trees don't grow fast enough to reabsorb all that C02. Burning trees puts more carbon in 
the air and worsens climate change because every molecule of C02 is the same as every other molecule, 
whether the C02 came from a burning a tree or a tailpipe. 

The false argument that prevails is that this massive C02 release is "natural". 

Sure, this carbon was part of nature before it was incinerated, but what matters is the increase in C02 in 
the atmosphere. Even if you want to rename it for political spin "biogenic" carbon, that won't prevent it 
from adding to the burden in the atmosphere. 

GRU and the plant developers claim the plant is "low emissions," but that doesn't address C02. There is 
nothing in the emissions controls on this plant that significantly reduces C02 emissions. Just look at the 
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lack ofcommon sense here. Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. And cutting 
down trees reduces the amount of C02 taken out of the atmosphere. That's a double whammy for the 
environment. 

The bottom line is that C02 is C02. The biomass plant will emit almost twice as much C02 as the coal 
plant it supplanted. That's a fact. It isn't "clean and green." It's a travesty. 

It is ironic that this is coming to Gainesville at the same time as the cutting-edge solar FIT (Feed In 
Tariff) solar program. Which path will Gainesville be taking? To the past, or to the future? This scam is 
about more than C02. This biomass plant is about investors' profits, not a clean environment or clean 
power. The way this plant is being promoted is a scam costing you in dollars, in health, and in your 
children's futures. 

William Sammons, M.D. 
Lincoln, MA 

Jim Stringfellow: Let's rethink biomass plant 

Consider the pace of technology advancement in energy production. 
Published October 12,2009 
hnl1:llwww~gIDne$ville.cQ~artic1(;:/20021QI2/0PlNION03/9100~2981 

Fixing a Critical Climate Accounting Error 

CLIMATE CHANGE: bttp:/lwww.sciencemag.org 
SCIENCE VOL 326 23 OCTOBER 2009 

Timothy D. Searchinger,l * Steven P. Hamburg,2* Jerry Melillo,3 William Chameides,4 
Petr Havlik,5 Daniel M. Kammen,6 Gene E. Likens,7 Ruben N. Lubowski,2 Michael Obersteiner,5 
Michael Oppenheimer,! G. Philip Robertson,8 William H. Schlesinger,7 G. David Tilman9 

Rules for applying the Kyoto Protocol and national cap-and-trade laws contain a 
major, but 
fixable, carbon accounting flaw in assessing bioenergy. 
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The accounting now used for assessing compliance with carbon limits in the Kyoto Protocol and in 
climate legislation contains a far-reaching but fixable flaw 
that will severely undermine greenhouse gas reduction goals (1). It does not count C02 emitted from 
tailpipes and smokestacks when "bioenergy" is being used, but it also does not count changes in 
emissions from land use when biomass for energy is harvested or grown. 

This accounting erroneously treats all bioenergy as carbon neutral regardless of the source of the 
biomass, which may cause large differences in net emissions. For example, the clearing oflong
established forests to bum wood or to grow energy crops is counted as a 100% reduction in energy 
emISSIons despite causing large releases of carbon. Several recent studies 
estimate that this error, applied globally, would create strong incentives to clear land as carbon caps 
tighten. 

One study (2) estimated that a global C02 target of 450 ppm under this accounting would cause 
bioenergy crops to expand to displace virtually all the world's natural forests and savannahs by 
2065, releasing up to 37 gigatons (Ot) of C02 per year (compa- rable to total human C02 emissions 
today). 

Another study predicts that, based solely on economic considerations, bioenergy could displace 59% of 
the world's natural forest cover and release an additional 9 Ot of C02 per year to achieve a 50% 
"cut" in greenhouse gases by 2050 (3). 

The reason: When bioenergy from any biomass is counted as carbon neutral, economics favor large-
scale land conversion for bioenergy regardless of the actual net emissions (4). 

The potential ofbioenergy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions inherently depends on the source of the 
biomass and its net landuse effects. 

Replacing fossil fuels with bioenergy does not by itself reduce carbon emissions, because the C02 
released by tailpipes and smokestacks is roughly the same 
per unit of energy regardless ofthe source (1, 5). 

Emissions from producing and/or refining biofuels also typically exceed those for petroleum (1,6). 

Bioenergy therefore reduces greenhouse emissions only if the growth and harvesting of the biomass for 
energy captures carbon above and beyond what would be sequestered anyway and thereby offsets 
emissions from energy use. 

This additional carbon may result from land management changes that increase plant uptake or from the 
use of biomass that would otherwise decompose rapidly. 

Assessing such carbon gains requires the same accounting principles used to assign credits for other 
land-based carbon offsets. For example, if unproductive land supports fast-growing grasses for 
bioenergy, or if forestry improvements increase tree growth rates, the additional 
carbon absorbed offsets emissions when burned for energy. Energy use 
of manure or crop and timber residues may also capture "additional" carbon. 

However, harvesting existing forests for electricity adds net carbon to the air. That remains true even if 
limited harvest rates leave the carbon stocks of regrowing forests unchanged, because those stocks 
would otherwise increase and contribute tothe terrestrial carbon sink (1). 
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If bioenergy crops displace forest or grassland, the carbon released from soils and vegetation, plus lost 

future sequestration, generates carbon debt, which counts against the 

carbon the crops absorb (7, 8). 


The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) has long realized that bioenergy's greenhouse 

effects vary by source of biomass and land-use effects. 


It also recognizes that when forests or other plants are harvested for bioenergy, the resulting carbon 

release must be counted either as land-use emissions or energy emissions but not both. 


To avoid double-counting, the IPCC assigns the C02 to the land-use accounts and exempts bioenergy 

emissions from energy accounts (5). 


Yet it warns, because "fossil fuel substitution is already 'rewarded'" by this exemption, "to avoid 

underreporting ... any changes in biomass stocks on lands ... resulting from the production ofbiofuels 

would need to be included in the accounts" (9). 


This symmetrical approach works for the reporting under the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change (UNFCCC) because virtually all countries report emissions from both land and 

energy use. 


For example, if forests are cleared in Southeast Asia to produce palm biodiesel burned in Europe, 

Europe can exclude the tailpipe emissions as Asia reports the large net carbon release as land-use 

emissions. 


However, exempting emissions from bioenergy use is improper for greenhouse gas regulations ifland

use emissions are not included. 


The Kyoto Protocol caps the energy emissions of developed countries. But the protocol applies no limits 

to land use or any other emissions from developing countries, and special crediting rules for "forest 

management" allow developed countries to cance~ out their own land-use emissions as well (1, 10). 


Thus, maintaining the exemption for C02 emitted by bioenergy use under the protocol (11) wrongly 

treats bioenergy from all biomass sources as carbon neutral, even if the source involves clearing forests 

for electricity in Europe or converting them to biodiesel crops in Asia. 


This accounting error has carried over into the European Union's cap-and-trade law and the climate bill 

passed by the U.S. House of Representatives (1, 12, 13). Both regulate 

emissions from energy but not land use and then erroneously exempt C02 emitted from bioenergy use. 


In theory, the accounting system would work if caps covered all land-use emissions and sinks. 

However, this approach is both technically and politically challenging as it is extremely hard to measure 

all land-use emissions or to distinguish human and natural causes of many emissions (e.g., fires). 


The straightforward solution is to fix the accounting ofbioenergy. That means tracing the actual flows 

of carbon and counting emissions from tailpipes and smokestacks whether from fossil energy or 

bioenergy. 


Instead of an assumption that all biomass offsets energy emissions, biomass should receive credit to the 

extent that its use results in additional carbon from enhanced plant growth or from the use of residues or 

biowastes. 
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Under any crediting system, credits must reflect net changes in carbon stocks, emissions of non-C02 
greenhouse gases, and leakage emissions resulting from changes in land-use activities to 
replace crops or timber diverted to bioenergy (I). 

Separately, Europe and the United States have established legal requirements for minimum use of 
biofuels, which assess greenhouse gas consequences based on life-cycle analyses that reflect 
some land-use effects (1, 14). Such assessments vary widely in comprehensiveness, but none considers 
biofuels free from land-based emissions. 

Yet the carbon cap accounting ignores land-use emissions altogether, creating its own large, perverse 
incentives. Bioenergy can provide much energy and help meet greenhouse 
caps, but correct accounting must provide the right incentives. 
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March 18, 2010 
"National Sunshine Week" 

Madam Mayor and Commissioners, 

At a recent neighborhood electoral forum, one of the candidates for Mayor 
(who should wish to remain nameless) opined that citizens opposed to your 
proposed $500 million dollar Biomass Tree Incinerator were dealing in 
"misinformation. " 

This rash and untrue statement inspired me to speak briefly at Citizen 
Comment at the March 18 commission meeting about the dishonesty that 
permeates our city's presentments to the Florida Public Service Commission, 
including the claim that "Gainesville's citizens are fully 'informed" about the 
bioburner scheme with its devastating impact on their rates, and eager to 
take on the attendant serious financial risks to our utility. 

The city claims to have held 37-p-ubHLmeetings on the topic. The list 
of these "meetings" has yet to be presented. When brought forth, it will 
doubtless stand truth on its head once more. 

My comments elicited another prevarication from GRU. After I referenced 
recent citizen revelations that the Solar F.I.T. program has been hijacked by 
a handful of speculators, the General Manager for UtHities told you that certain 
"large solar contractors" were having "trouble Uning up financing in these times." 
He assured you that GRU would help them find the financing. 
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That statement is dishonest. The General Manager knows, or certainly should 
since the citizens know, that the lion's share of the Solar F.I.T. subsidy (58%) has 
been snapped up by a single paper corporation, an ephemeral creation of greed, 
housed with some wrongful death attorneys in an office suite somewhere on 
Wilshire Boulevard. This applicant has never installed a solar panel anywhere. 

It shouldn't be so hard to get the truth in Gainesville. The citizens are being 
maligned while the commissioners and Mayor malinger. You need to start doing 
your job, and stop denigrating the hard work of citizens looking for truth. 

I challenge each of you to respond to this plea. This commission has become 
notorious for not responding to citizens' letters, e-mails and phone calls. That 
has to stop. 

My request of each of you starts with this: send me your copy of the list of 
the "37 public meetings" held on the Biomass Tree Burner. 

Pursuant of course to the Florida Sunshine Law, which has apparently sunset 
in Gainesville. 

Yours truly, 

Thomas D. Bussing PhD 


htillj/w:ww~gID:Qrs-r.us/Solarlnfo/ 
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June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chairman 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly harm lung health of millions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-term public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transformation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also endanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of 40 different toxic substances, increases the risk of developing lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encountered pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands ofpeople every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-term difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

www.LungUSAorg
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The legislation should support state and local air pollution control efforts and include strong controls on 
major sources of emissions. Please include stronger controls on coal-fired power plants and other major 
industrial sources that also reduce sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other toxic air 
contaminant emissions. 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothennal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion of biomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

The American Lung Association thanks you for the opportunity to share our perspective. 

Sincerely, 

Charles D. Connor 
President & CEO 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 12:56 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Attachments: ALA_nationaUetter. pdf; Attached Message Part 

Thank you for this information. The attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 9:20 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below and attachment to Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in 
Docket 090451-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: Dick Stokes [mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net] 
Sent: Saturday, May 08, 20107:04 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Dear Chairwoman Argenziano, Commissioner Edgar, Commissioner Klement, Commissioner 
Skop and Commissioner Stevens, 

Please vote to deny the city of Gainesville's proposed 'biomass' power plant. 

I know you are under great political pressure to approve the expensive, unneeded power plant 
but please consider the rate payer. 

Contrary to statements by Gainesville officials, the rate payers are not aware of the rate hikes 
they'll be forced to pay if this proposed plant is built. 

The local newspaper has done a very poor job of covering the issue. The 'dozens' of public 
meetings the City claims to have had on the proposed bio-burner are a mystery. Repeated 
requests for documentation of these public meetings have been ignored. (The March 18th 
letter to the City from former Gainesville mayor Tom Bussing requesting a list of public 

5110/2010 

mailto:mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net


Page 2 of27 

meetings on the bio-burner is at the bottom of the page.) 

Based on the public meetings on the proposed bio-burner that actually occurred, the vast 
majority of the citizens who know about it, are against it. 

071159: Video of Evaluation of Biomass-fueled Generation Proposals, May 12, 2008 
Citizen comments @ 01 :47:40 
http://gainesville.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view id=5&clipJd=319 

The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse 
effects of Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PM 1 0 & PM2.5 
http://www.flcv.com/biomass.l1tml 

Attached is a letter from the National Lung Association 

Excerpt from the Lung Association letter: 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion of biomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions ofnitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

snip 

'Biomass' burning is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not 
carbon neutral, it's not environmentally friendly and it's not ecologically sound. 

If built, the proposed Gainesville 'biomass' plant will shackle our citizens with a 30 year debt. 
Please vote to deny it. 

Sincerely, 

Dick Stokes 
715 NE 2nd Street 
Gainesville 32601 

Please see letters regarding the proposed bio-burner below 

The Gainesville SUN 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/20100414/0PINIQN03/41410011-1 IQPINION?p=all&tc=pgall 

Joy Towles Ezell: Biomass plant is a mistake 
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By Joy Towles Ezell 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Wednesday, Apri114, 2010 

The Florida League of Conservation Voters opposes the proposed power plant in Gainesville. 

Gainesville does not need more electric power; it currently has a 63 percent reserve for the next two 
decades. The existing power plants are reliable and have been enhanced recently with expensive 
pollution controls and upgrades. 

The Gainesville City Commission needs to be aware of the disastrous effects this proposed incinerator 
will have on the ratepayers, the environment and the public's health. 

The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would bum two tons of wood per minute 
and would spew almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The estimated 2 billion pounds 
of C02 every year would accelerate global warming. 

An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious air pollution, 
cause traffic problems and be a financial burden for taxpayers to maintain local roads. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other greenhouse 
gases are a danger to public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add pollution to our air or deplete 
our potable water resources. 

Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees reduces the amount 
of C02 absorbed by trees and taken out of the atmosphere. 

Basic forestry truths: There is no waste in nature, and "residual biomass" needs to stay in the woods to 
replenish the soil. 

We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels of C02 to prevent serious global 
consequences. Biomass burning power plants will only accelerate climate change. 

It's time for the commissioners to acknowledge that they made a terrible mistake and vote to cancel the 
contract before it's too late. 

The city of Gainesville needs to fix the failed solar program, expand energy efficiency programs and 
aggressively help customers reduce energy consumption. 

Doing so would create many new jobs that would benefit the community and region. 

For more information, see the Florida League of Conservation Voters summary documentation on 
adverse effects of biomass plants at http://www.f1QY,I.:)Q1llibiomass.html 

Joy Towles Ezell is president of the Florida League of Conservation Voters. She lives in Perry. 
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Gainesville SUN - April 13, 2010 
http://www.gainesville.com!article/20100413/0PINlON02/1004198()J/I077/0PINION?p=3~19"'j2g 

Biomass is bad for us 

In his April 11 Speaking Out, Don Post, a retired professor of forestry, claims that the proposed biomass 
plant will be good for our forests. What he really means is that it will be good for the forest products 
industry and for landowners, such as himself, who have destroyed our natural forests and replaced them 
with biologically destitute tree farms. 

Now that the cancer of growth has finally slowed down, industrial foresters have no market for particle 
board, pulp for junk mail, and other low value products so they are turning to biomass. 

Industrial forestry has already degraded vast areas of our state. Future reliance on biomass will be the 
death knell not only for truly sustainable forestry, but also for nature as we know it. 

We should work to restore the vibrant and diverse ecosystems that were once the glory ofNorth Florida. 

Bruce Morgan 
Archer 

The Gainesville Sun - May 4, 2010 
http://www.gainesville.com!article/20100504/0PINION0211005098571-1 lopinion ?Title=Letters-to-the
EdjlQ1:::May-4 

A better way 

Ifwe are concerned about C02 and pollution, then GRU's biomass plans are faulty. There is no way you 
can convince me that letting a piece of wood rot on the ground where it falls has a larger carbon 
footprint than having two city employees in a big truck pick it up, drive it 40 miles to Deerhaven, and 
then bum it. 

A more logical approach would be to take the same $500 million and put $20,000 solar installations 
(sufficient for an average home) on 25,000 customers' roofs. 

GRU's website says they have 90,000 customers including businesses, so the solar approach would 
become a significant percentage of GRU's output. Not only would this give those customers free or 
nearly-free electricity for decades, it would alleviate GRU's need to bum coal (or anything else) for 
them. 

Ben Butler, 
Alachua 

Gainesville Sun - April 9th 
httnJ/www.gainesville.com/article1201 00408INEWS1J 00409427 I-Jl0PINION?1'iile=Ronald-Saff: 
Scrap-the-biomass-plant 
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Dr. Saff: Scrap the biomass plant 

The City of Gainesville should scrap the proposed unnecessary 100 MW 'biomass'power plant. 


Incineration increases green house gases in the atmosphere causing a rise in global temperatures and 

harmful consequences to human health. 


There is evidence for a relationship between air emissions exposure and lung cancer. 


Emission of hazardous gases such asA carbon monoxide, formaldehyde, and nitrogen oxides. 

Particulate matter from incineration A interferes with normal lung development, reduces lung function, 

increases episodes asthma, emphysema, pneumonia and bronchitis; aggravates heart disease; chronic 

obstructive lung disease; chronic bronchitis; and increases the risk of cancer and genetic mutations. 


Pregnant mothers exposed to high levels of air pollution give birth to children with an increasd risk of 

stunted IQs. 


The Florida Medical Association supports development of comprehensive programs for resource 

conservation, recycling and compo sting and the Massachusetts Medical Society called 3 proposed 

biomass plants there"an unacceptable public health risk". Conservation, efficiency and solar are what 

we need to protect public health 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Florida Medical Association Environment and Health Section 


Dr. Saff is an asthma and allergy specialist in Tallahassee 


The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse effects of 

Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PM 1 0 & PM2.5 

httl!:llwww.flcv.cQmfbioma~s.html 

The Gainesville Sun - April 8 
bttp:llwww.gainesville.com/<![ticleI2Ql 00408/0PINI ON0211 004_09525/1 077 IUPINI ON?p=3&:t~::pg 

No need for biomass 

Rob Brinkman ("Biomass needed to achieve Kyoto goals," Voice, 4-3) might be the first to agree that 
creation of greenhouse gas policy based on bad science is not "sustainable." Building a biomass plant in 
a rush to achieve Kyoto goals is an anachronism that clings to a demonstrably failed IPCC global 
warming hypothesis. 

There is no longer a compelling need to invest scarce dollars for biomass plant in Gainesville. 

Harold Saive, 

Gainesville 
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The Gainesville Sun - April 6 
hnp:l/www.gaiI1esvi1le.comiarti~le/20190406/0PlliION02/l004097Q5/1077/0PI~I0N1Title=Letters
to-the-Editor-April-6 

No position taken 

I would like to clarify a statement made by Karen Orr, chairwoman of the Energy Justice Network, in 
her March 29 letter ("Why physicians are against biomass energy"). 

Orr stated the American Lung Association of the Southeast opposes biomass plants. We have not taken a 
formal position on biomass plants. We do, however, have concerns about increasing sources of air 
pollution from energy production, including biomass, as it relates the potential effects it poses for at-risk 
groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes and heart disease. 

Burning wood, or any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into the air, affecting both the 
environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, we are concerned about the diesel equipment critical to plant operations and the trucks 
delivering the fuel source. These can add significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby 
communities. 

Although we have concerns about these new energy sources adding to air pollution, we are even more 
concerned about the older plants that do not use the best available technology to capture toxic emissions. 
The American Lung Association works hard for more stringent regulations. 

Brenda Olsen, RN 
Chief Operating Officer 
American Lung Association 
of the Southeast, Inc. 
Tallahassee 

The Tallahassee Democrat 
http://floridiansagainstincineratorsindisguise.comlcate~m.edical-=m;mpsition/ 

Frank Holcomb's Op-Ed misrepresents American Lung Assocaition's position on Biomass 
Incinerators 

Attached is the Lung Association's response to today's op-ed on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden 
County. The op-ed misrepresented our position and we would like to make sure the public hears from us 
directly. Thanks for your consideration. 
Brenda 

"As the Chief Operating Officer for the American Lung Association in Florida, I would like to clarify a 
statement made in Frank Holcomb's recent editorial on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden County. 
In his piece, he mentioned a position by the Clean Air Choice group within the American Lung 
Association that could be viewed as an endorsement of biomass energy. The information Mr. Holcomb 
cited was pulled from a website in Illinois and is not the position ofthe American Lung Association in 
Florida on the subject. 
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The American Lung Association has significant concerns regarding the proposed biomass plant and the 
potential effects it could pose for at-risk groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes 
and heart disease. Burning wood, or burning any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into 
the air which affect both the environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, diesel equipment critical to plant operation, like the trucks delivering wood, will add 
significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby communities. A constant supply of fuel is 
needed requiring these trucks to make multiple, daily trips to and from the plant. The age of these 
vehicles and idling practices will also have a significant impact on the level of pollution emitted, and 
increase the potential damage to air quality and the health of Gadsden County citizens. 

Furthermore, we have noticed a pattern nationwide of biomass plants being proposed for rural areas 
away from cities; where less protective pollution control restrictions and weaker permitting requirements 
apply. Plant proponents will say that they "meet the air pollution requirements" but the requirements 
themselves tend to be more lax. 

Our organization is dedicated to healthy air and healthy lungs for all Floridians. I encourage the leaders 
of Gadsden County to consider the potential negative health effects on an already medically vulnerable 
and underserved community" 

Brenda Olsen, RN 
Chief Operating Officer 
American Lung Association of the Southeast, Inc. 
Serving Florida, Georgia and South Carolina 

The Gainesville Sun 

Letter to the Editor 
bnp;f/.-www.gainesville.com/article/20 1 00329/CJ)]..UMNI~TS/3291002 

Why physicians are against 'biomass' energy 

The Florida Medical Association and The American Lung Association of the Southeast oppose 
"biomass" power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to public health. 

At least 75,000 physicians have signed resolutions proposing the banning or severe restrictions on the 
burning of "biomass" (for electricity) due to the increased risk of premature infant death, asthma in 
adults and children, chronic bronchitis, heart disease and stroke. 

Emissions from "biomass" plants disproportionately harm the newborn, children, athletes, the 
chronically ill, those with lung disease and the elderly. People with emphysema, other chronic lung 
diseases, angina or congestive heart failure will be sicker. 

Write the mayor and city commissioners. Tell them to fix the City's failed solar program and cancel the 
contract for the "biomass" plant before it's too late. 

For more information on medical opposition to "biomass" plants, see rrttp://biomess.net 
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Karen Orr 
The Energy Justice Network 
Chairwoman 
Gainesville 

NAACP criticizes biomass plant 

The group says the plant would be too costly for minorities. 

By Chad Smith 
Staff writer 

Saturday, March 13,2010 at 6:01 a.m. 

The local chapter of the NAACP wants the city to reconsider its proposed biomass power plant, fearing 
it would cause a spike in utility bills that would hit the poor the hardest. 

Related Links:Candidates at odds over energy Earlier this month, Michael Bowie, president ofthe 
Alachua County branch of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, sent city 
commissioners a letter asking them to "withdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant." 

In an interview, Bowie said the project would have a significant impact on those in the lower 
socioeconomic tier, a majority ofwhom are minorities. 

"It will be tough for the entire community, but it will definitely be a burden on the poor community," he 
said. 

In the letter, he wrote, "(Gainesville Regional Utilities') map of KWh consumption per square foot of 
residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy consumption and the 
distribution of lower income African-American population." 

He wrote that the "project raises serious questions," asked why it had to be built now when the city 
won't need the capacity until 2023, and questioned whether cost estimates were valid considering a 
growing interest in biomass. 

"It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the proposed 
biomass plant!" the letter concluded. 

Bowie and GRU leaders have scheduled a meeting for Monday to discuss the plant's effects on utility 
rates. 

The city is trying to answer some ofthe same concerns in Tallahassee, where the state's Public Service 
Commission will be deciding whether the plant will move ahead. 

GRU spokesman Dan Jesse said the city-owned utility believes it will be "best for the customers and the 
rates in the long term." 

As for the meeting Monday, Jesse said, "We're just going to be trying to convince them that this is a 
good business decision." 
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Contact Chad Smith at 338-3104 or chaQJ?mith@gville$un.com 

Th~Sllwannee/St JOhl!S~jerrLGroJULyote_~l(:lru>-pose_the 

(iRIIIGREC:Oiom3~S--plal!t 

Press Release, March 13,2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida including 
Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

* A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

* Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the ratepayers 

* We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

* The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the community 
and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.john's group opposes a new power plant. 

Brack Barker Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

Josh Dickinson: Biomass energy threatens woodlands 
Published March 14, 20 10 
htt~://ww.w~aln~yi11e.cQ1TlIart:ide/20 1 Q0314jOPINI ON03/ 10Q319811 

The Gainesville Sun, March 7, 2010 
hllp://www.gain~vill~co111Larticle/2Q100307/QPINIQN02L10030964~ 

GRUIs $500 million biomass folly 

I would rephrase from Pamela Mincey's letter to the Sun (March 4): 

"Unknowledgeable biomass advocates are declaring the proposed 
unneeded tree-burning plant to be financially responsible." 

GRU has 63% overcapacity. To build a 500-million-dollar experi
mental new plant is folly. The Florida Public Service Commission 
is poised to deliver that verdict. 

Only erroneous political anointment as a "carbon neutral" fuel, 
with consequent massive subsidies, propels the biomass fiasco. 
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Her foolish enthusiasm for chipping up Georgia's forests 
(for shipment to Europe, no less) exposes the flawed logic 
of these biomass advocates. How on God's green earth 
can that be "carbon neutral?" 

Next thing you know, they'll bring us a plan to clear-cut 
the Amazon and ship it to China as "carbon neutral" fuel. 

Tom Bussing 
Gainesville 

The Gainesville Sun 

Letters to the Editor 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/2010021910PINION02/10021944211077/0PINION?Title=Letters
to:-lh~::Edjjor-Feb-19 

Published: Friday, February 19,2010 

Fueling GRU's biomass 

In regard to the requirements of the new 100 MW biomass plant: How did the U.S. Forest Service 
determine that a 75-mile radius from Gainesville is the plant's supply area? This area incorporates a 
minimum of 19 counties and covers approximately 11 million acres. 

How can the Forest Service guarantee access and availability for fully half of the 1.5 million tons of 
logging residue left behind annually in the 5.5 million acres offorest in this area? As currently planned, 
we will require that much logging residue to fuel 75 percent of our new plant. 

The 75-mile radius incorporates the cities of Jacksonville, St. Augustine, Leesburg, Crystal River, Cedar 
Key and Jasper. How can GRU depend upon the cooperation of the many municipalities and owners of 
the privately held forests to satisfy our increased local consumption? 

And does GRU's 30-year contract with GREC include an iron-clad requirement that the biomass burners 
with their advanced emission controls be upgraded as technology improves to produce cleaner energy? 

Andy and Eleanor Merritt 

Cross Creek 

h1!p:llwww.ggil1esville.comlarticleI201QQ21610£lNION0211002196711-110PINION?p=l&tc=pg 

Published: Tuesday, February 16,2010 

The PSC nailed it 

The Florida Public Service Commissioners have stepped in to provide the first meaningful scrutiny of 
GRU's proposed bio-burner, something not a single member of the City Commission has done. 
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PSC Commissioner Nathan Skop nailed it: "GRU and the city are taking a huge risk with the rate payers' 
money." 

The Sun reported that PSC staff made estimates including a $100 million loss for the project by 2043. 
That is GRU's own estimate, and PSC staff merely comment on it. 

They are charitable in accepting GRU's numbers, and also in not pointing out that under this same "base 
case" scenario, the red ink actually bottoms out at negative $320 million dollars as of 2030. That's 
without wood prices rising faster than inflation, an obvious possibility that GRU's rosy projection 
(amazingly) doesn't even consider. 

The plan would leave the ratepayers paying for the folly, with jacked up bills and "stranded assets" 
littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts of overcapacity, for power that we do 
not need. 

Tom Bussing, 

Gainesville 

The biomass scam 

Many thanks to the Public Service Commission and The Gainesville Sun for exposing the true reason 
behind GRU's push for the biomass plant. It is not ecology. It is a form of corporate greed. 

The Feb. 11 article states there is not even a "capacity need" until 2023. So, why build it? 

The Sun reports that 50 of its 100 megawatt capacity will be sold to Orlando, Lakeland, and other areas. 
In other words $500 million of our tax dollars will be spent in the hopes GRU can tum a profit selling 
our electricity to someone else. 

The Sun also states your electric bill will also go up a minimum of $4 per month. 

And to add insult to injury for you folks out in the countryside, any profit that might possibly happen 
will be returned by GRU to the Gainesville city treasury, not you. Talk about taxation without 
representation! 

Ben Butler, 

Alachua 

Letters to the Editor, Gainesville Sun, February 6 
http://www.gainesviJle.com/artkle/20100206/0PINION021100209650/-:-1/0PINION7Title=Letters-to
the-EdltQl::teb-6 

Biomass disaster 
"Biomass" plants pose an undue risk to public health and the environment. Promoting these incinerators with 
public subsidies on the false claim that they produce "green" electricity is indefensible public policy. 

5110/2010 

http://www.gainesviJle.com/artkle/20100206/0PINION021100209650/-:-1/0PINION7Title=Letters-to


Page 12 of27 

Under current or proposed laws "biomass" burning will dramatically increase greenhouse gases. It is not 'carbon 
neutral" as the industry claims. 

Current research, data from company permits and proposals, environmental impact reports, and government 
analyses show that for several key pollutants (notably C02, NOx and particulates), biomass burning is "dirty 
energy" - worse than coal. The Florida Medical Society, The Massachusetts Medical Society and the American 
Lung Association of New England oppose biomass power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to 
public health. 

The U.S. Senate will be acting soon on proposed laws to give "biomass" plants more tax credits. 

Please urge senators Bill Nelson and George LeMieux to stand with the interests of the people they represent 
and vote NO on all tax credits for "biomass" burning to make electriCity. 

To learn about some of the fourteen proposed "bioenergy" plants in North Florida, visit the Floridians Against 
Incinerators in Disguise website at bttp:llbiomess,net 

Karen Orr, Co-chair 
The Energy Justice Network 
Gainesville 

Fall and winter 2009 letters and columns published in The Gainesville Sun opposing the proposed 
'biomass' incinerator in Gainesville Florida. 

Published: Wednesday, December 30,2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

Not enough wood for GRU's furnace 

In his Dec. 20 column, Ron Cunningham listed some of the reasons wood for GRU's biomass generator 
may be too expensive for us to buy when that unit is ready to produce electricity. He suggests the local 
community could buy a forest to supply fuel for the plant "just in case" prices reach a level we cannot 
afford. 

He says we might even persuade the state to allow harvesting fuel wood on the forest land it owns in the 
county. 

It's a good thought, except that there isn't enough available forest land in the county to help us ratepayers 
much. The plant will bum nearly 2 tons of wood a minute, and it takes over an acre of productive 
Florida timberland to grow that much wood in a year. 

The county owns and manages 6,100 acres of productive timberland, while the state owns about 5,500 
acres outside Payne's Prairie. Together, state and county-owned forests might fuel about seven and a half 
days of biomass generator operation each year, assuming they were sustainably managed and produced 
as much wood per acre as the commercial timberlands in the county do. 

Even if we clear cut the whole 11,700 acres of county and local state forestland to fire the plant in an 
emergency, the total harvest would supply the generator for only about nine months. 

It would take about 880 square miles of sustainably managed Florida timberland land to supply all the 
wood GRU will bum in its generator in a year. There are only 874 square miles of dry land in the entire 
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county. 

This explains in part why so many of us have opposed the biomass generator since the idea first surfaced 

Dian Deevey, 

Chair, 

Alachua County 

Environmental Protection 

Advisory Committee, 

Gainesville 


Let's talk about the GRU elephant 

Not long ago one could find posters at GRU headquarters that stated "Burn to Earn". I'm not sure if the 
posters are still there, but it looks like the newest incarnation of this "Burn to Earn" business model is 
the building of a new biomass power plant. 

GRU has two jobs: provide utility services and generate "profits" for the city's general budget. GRU 
"profits" pay approximately 36 percent of Gainesville's operating expenses in a process they call the 
"revenue transfer." 

The "revenue transfer" is the elephant in the room no one wants to talk about when discussing future 
power options. GRU must continue to make money to fund the city's expenses or taxpayers will have to 
pay higher taxes and city commissioners are reluctant to suggest any increases in taxes for fear they 
won't get re-elected. So, we are stuck in the 20th century "Burn to Earn" paradigm. 

It's time to talk about the elephant in the room. Burning trees is not the way we should be generating 
revenue for our city. We need a better way to finance the services Gainesville provides to its citizens or 
we will continue to waste millions of dollars working through more proposals to burn things that 
generate electricity and "profits." 

Let's make it clear to GRU and the City Commission that we don't a biomass plant in our community 
either. 

Ed Brown, 
Gainesville 

"Not enough wood for GRU's furnace" and "Let's talk about the GRU elephant" 
httll:llwww.gainesyille.c~Il1Iarticle/20091230LOPINION02/91~282926 

December 21, 2009 

The Shell Game 

Gainesville Is Giving Away Its Energy Future 

By Thomas Bussing 

5/10/2010 
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It defies belief that the biggest utility contract in our city's history has been offered to an essentially 
empty paper entity whose principle activity is financial speculation, quick profit and quick sell-off. 

We the people are committing to their 500 million dollar private contract to bum trees so that we can 
buy back electricity at more expensive rates. 

Until now we were a municipal utility that built, owned and operated its system on behalf of the citizens. 
This deal transfers future ownership to shifting paper corporations who in turn sell off the rights they 
acquired from us. 

Better hope it all works perfectly, because the bail-out leaves us bankrupt and in hock forever to outside 
private financiers. 

We have been told that we cannot break this contract. We have been told it's too late, that if it is stopped 
the city might incur a financial penalty for the default. 

What we really worry about is the opposite: that going ahead with this plant may bring on the biggest 
financial disaster possible for a city. We who pay the rates are on the line to pay the half-billion dollar 
cost. 

But there is hope. 

A good start is simply agreeing that building this plant is a bad idea, and that therefore the agreement is 
against our interests. The facts tell us it would be better to not go ahead. 

Many letters to this newspaper have presented various reasons why we would be better off if this plant is 
not built. Here are a few more. 

The contractor, "Nacogdoches Power," is a corporate entity created for a single project, a planned bio
burner in Nacogdoches, Texas, for which it was named. Quoting from their December 14,2007 proposal 
to GRU: "Nacogdoches Power was formed in 2005 .... the company has no permanent employees ... " 

They are not builders or operators ofpower plants. They are merely seekers of financial arrangements, 
which they re-sell. They have no visible balance sheet and no actual employees. 

They recently sold their so-called "Texas Project" to another outfit, before even getting it constructed. 
"Nacogdoches Power" has rebranded into "American Renewables" in the process. 

They will not be running whatever gets built here. They may not even construct it. But they expect to be 
lucratively rewarded for their short time in town. 

GRU admits that when completed, this plant will command a premium (high) price for its output. Rates 
can be expected to rise. In the end, to solve such problems we may be forced to buy them out - and at a 
price that has not been disclosed. 

Amazingly, such key terms have never been disclosed to the public, nor even our elected commissioners 
and mayor. 

Five hundred million dollars is a lot of money to contract for, and it is we, the citizens who live here, 
who will have to pay unless it is stopped. 
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There is one thing we can all agree upon that it would be far better for this contract to be voided than 
to take the enormous risk of bankrupting our utility and our city. 

Not a brick has been laid, no equipment purchased for this proposed plant. 


With that as our goal, we can proceed to explore mechanisms and any costs of extricating our City from 

this ill-advised and hastily-agreed-to contract. 


In the long run, we will be much better off. 


Dr. Thomas Bussing served as Mayor of Gainesville (2001-2004) 


Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
h1ll>;/lfloridiansagainstincineratorsindisguise.com/2009112/21/gainesyille-:is-giying-J!way-its-energx: 
futurel 

Go Green Nation 
http://www.gogreennation.org!2009/12/gainesvill~-is-giving::away-its-energy-:future-%c2%ab-we
QImQse-biomass-incinerator-projects-in-floridai 

h1ll>:llwww.g~inesville.Qom/article/20091224/0PINION02/912239969/::1JOPINION?Jitle=Lett~rs-to
the-Biiito:r:Dec-24 

Published December 24, 2009 

"Let's Harvest our Heritage Forests for Biomass" 

Not content with the exaggerated supply of "waste wood" 

that the ill-advised wood incinerator purports to "take care of," 

apparently such advocates as Ron Cunningham have their eyes 

on our Preservation Forests. 


The "waste wood" they want to bum keeps our soil alive. 

It is critical to sustainable forests. Our Preservation Forests 

need to continue this natural soil-building cycle. 


>From the start, to even discuss this proposed forest-burning 

power plant as a mere "waste wood burner" is to acquiesce 

to the prevalent political spin. That's a bad joke on us. 


In truth, this plant is designed to be a massive tree harvester. 


But to be on the safe side, Cunningham suggests, if the fuel wood 

plantations can't keep up with the 1,000,000 tons per year appetite 

of the Tree Incinerator, let's bum our Heritage Forests. 


Brilliant. 
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Dick Stokes 

Gainesville 

http://www.gainesville.co1l1iarticle/2009121 0/0PINIQN02/91209992J/l 07710PINION?Titl~=Lett~:l's
to-th~:Editor-Dec-lQ 

Save our trees 

GRU director Bob Hunzinger (Dec. 6) would have us believe that biomass is a renewable energy source. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. 


He speaks of utilizing "forestry waste" as though it was a useless byproduct of a sustainable industry. 

The timber industry has already destroyed most of the natural forests ofNorth Florida and has replaced 

them with ecologically useless pine plantations. 


The only part of a pine plantation that is ever returned to nature is the so called "waste" that GRU 

intends to burn. The "waste" in question consists of what little organic material escapes the loggers, the 

decomposition of which is critically important to the soil. 


There is no waste in nature, every leaf, twig, and bug counts. By turning to biomass we are acting like 

starving peasants who chop down the last few trees in the desert to feed their starving goats. 


Turn off the lights if we must, but leave us the last of our trees! 


Bruce J. Morgan, 


Archer 


http://yy}yw.gainesvilk,coUl/articlea009J212/QPINIQNQ2191211998811077/QPINJON?Titk=Letters.: 

to-th~-Edito~-=D~G-12 

It's not too late 

GRU contracted to build a biomass plant and stick it in our own backyard. It was labeled "renewable 
energy" to make us feel good. 

A biomass plant is simply an incinerator that will burn trees and pine needles; stable forms of carbon 
which will now be released directly into the air we breathe. 

Carbon dioxide is a byproduct of combustion, whether it is wood or coal. My lungs can't tell the 
difference. 

Add to this carbon footprint the 140-plus semi-truckloads of wood debris per day, which will result in 
additional carbon dioxide emissions. It's not too late to change our minds again. 


JeffPeet, 


Newberry 
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Guest Column 

Monday, October 19,2009 

Dr. Ronald Saff: Reject Gainesville Biomass Plant 

As a former U.F. undergrad, I am proud of the high caliber education I received in Gainesville which 

has enabled me to achieve my dream of becoming a physician. Although Alachua County receives high 

marks in educational standards for its premier institution, the county sadly has received a very poor 

grade from the American Lung Association's State of the Air Report which gave the county an F in 

ozone and C in particle pollution (soot). A proposed biomass plant for your community will only make 

the poor air quality there even more hazardous. 


Not only does air pollution cause heart and asthma attacks, strokes, cancer, missed work days and 

shortened life, pregnant mothers exposed to high levels of air pollution give birth to children with 

stunted IQ's making poisoned air an educational issue as welL 


The Florida Medical Association, deeply concerned about the massive amounts of carcinogens belched 

from the smoke stacks of biomass plants and other incinerators, urges State Government to minimize 

their approval and construction. 


My Medical Society in Tallahassee wrote a letter of concern to the Department of Environmental 

Protection stating that the physicians were concerned that pollutants from a proposed biomass plant 

would adversely affect patients with respiratory and cardiac conditions and will increase the incidence of 

respiratory conditions in children. 


With half of all men and one-third of all women developing some form of cancer at some time in their 

lives, society needs less biomass plants and not more of them. I urge Alachua County residents and the 

Medical Society to follow the example set by Tallahasseeans who realize the health risks that a biomass 

plant would bring and protested loudly to our politicians. We chased away the biomass plant sited for 

Tallahassee and with enough screaming and shouting you can do the same. 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 
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Letters to the Editor - Oct. 22 


We don't need this biomass plant 
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There is no need to build a huge, polluting tree-burning 100 megawatt power plant in Gainesville. 

Four semitrailers per hour of trees will be burned daily at Deerhaven. Five more tree burners are planned 
for North Florida putting us right into a smog belt. 

The tree-burning power plant will release higher levels of polluting C02, NOX and carbon monoxide 
than the coal burner. Collecting and transporting trees will add considerably to the overall unhealthy 
pollution. 

GRU should be responsive to ratepayers who are now using less electricity. Ratepayers want to and need 
to conserve energy. GRU should pursue investment in energy efficiency in commercial buildings, 
homes, schools and public buildings. 

The fastest way to reduce the emission of greenhouse gases is to plant more trees and store more carbon 
in soils and leave the "waste" in place. 

There is no such thing as waste in nature or a forest. Organic matter must be replenished constantly and, 
if it is not, it will slowly disappear from the soiL 

The City of Gainesville can be a vanguard for solar power and pass conservation and efficiency 
measures that will protect our remaining forests and reduce emissions. 

These measures will save millions of dollars for taxpayers and keep our air cleaner and healthier. 

December McSherry, 
McSherry Tree Farm, 
Archer 

Submitted version 

The Gainesville Sun 
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Published: Thursday, October 15,2009 

A throwback plant 

The proposed tree-burning power plant is no more than a throwback to the charcoal furnaces of the 19th 

century. 


The forests of America were decimated to fuel a much small population need for industrial fuel. 


There are already a number ofhuge enterprises lined up to tum our forests into energy dollars. 


Huge plants are going in across the southeast, some to bum the wood, others to ship it off as pellets to be 

burned overseas. 
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The results of this unseemly rush-to-burn will be longlasting and devastating to our forests. 

Clever lobbying that brought us the ethanol scam has continued to spread incentives for any-and-all 
biofuel schemes, including even garbage-burners. 

Massive burning of things into our air will increase global warming. 

Reducing our over-use of power through greater efficiencies and old-fashioned conservation has to be 
the first step, not building a giant new tree-incinerator. 

For more information see "The Burning Issues With Biomass" at h1tp2/www.energyjustice.netlbiomassl 

Karen Orr 
Energy Justice Network, Co-chair 

The Gainesville Sun 
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Published: Thursday, October 1,2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

A simple question: Is plant needed? 

In his Saturday Speaking Out, former mayor Tom Bussing brought up some interesting questions about 
the new power plant approved last year by the City Commission. 

There are many points to be argued as to the wisdom of bringing in the Nagadoches company to run this 
biomass fueled power plant, but my question is simple: Do we need it? 

At the time the commissioners were discussing options for future power needs, GRU stated that if 
Gainesville residents followed GRU energy conservation guidelines, 
our current plant would provide sufficient power for something like 12 years, as I remember. Now, GRU 
tells us that residents have surpassed those conservation expectations and at this level of consumption 
the need for increased power could be pushed back farther. And that because of our conserving, the 
utility rates will have to be increased. 

I would expect that utility users will find more ways to conserve if their rates increase. 

Interestingly, I haven't yet noticed much of a change in wasteful usage of energy. It's still freezing in the 
post office, store employees still wear sweaters in the summer, lighting is still overused. 

I haven't seen a large amount of solar panels or reflective roofing being installed yet, which will come 
as costs go down with higher demand. 

Could more focused conservation along with more widely used alternative energy sources push an 
increased energy demand back another 10 years? Why should Nagadoches come set up shop? How 
much will this cost us and is there a need? Seems like a needless waste of energy. 

Monica Cooper, 
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Gainesville 

Thomas D. Bussing: GRU's carbon folly 

By Thomas D. Bussing 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Saturday, September 26, 2009 at 6:01a.m. 

Here's an "Inconvenient Truth" about global warming on our local level: Last May our city 
commissioners and mayor voted for a massive increase in GRU's emissions of C02. 

The giant new wood-incinerating power plant at Deerhaven is expected to bum one million tons of 
Itbiomass" every year. (The current coal plant burns less than half that tonnage in producing twice as 
much electricity.) 

Building the new plant would more than double the smokestack emissions at Deerhaven. This is 
bizarrely promoted as a Itclean and green" project by our city officials. In fact, it is neither. 

Dr. William Sammons has written an excellent expose on this (SUN on-line, July 15, 2009), disclosing 
the fact that wood-burning plants actually emit double the C02 compared to a coal plant, and thus 
double the climate impact. 

Most of us know that wood is not an efficient fueL Besides having a low inherent "heat value," it comes 
with a moisture content that must be boiled off in the flame. Thus, more C02 is produced for the same 
amount of heat. 

It is illogical to advocate this inefficient fuel as a means to reduce C02 in the atmosphere. Kilowatt for 
kilowatt, it will spew more C02 than a coal plant. 

The overriding forces driving this ill-conceived plan are subsidies, regulatory loopholes, and a contorted 
logic that claims Itcarbon neutrality" for the plant's exhaust emissions. This "convenient" replacement for 
truth holds that "Since growing trees absorb C02, the emissions from this plant are just recycled back 
into trees ... which we will then burn." 

The fallacy is in believing that plants take up all C02 emissions. In fact plants absorb some, the ocean 
absorbs more (and as a consequence is becoming more acidic by the year), but a portion just stays and 
builds up in the atmosphere. That buildup is associated with global warming, and it doesn't matter if the 
C02 comes from coal, gas or "biomass." 

It is a fact that "biomass" burning produces more C02 than the conventional fuels. And "biomass" C02 
does not somehow migrate specifically to growing plants. It will, some of it, be in the atmosphere for 
many thousands of years. 

There are many more truths that will continue to come forth to substantiate that the proposed wood
incinerator is a bad idea for Gainesville. But let's take them one at a time. 

5/1012010 
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First of all, it is not "clean and green.1I 

Thomas D. Bussing served as mayor of Gainesville 2001-2004. 

The Gainesville Sun 
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William Sammons: New GRU plant will be neither clean nor 
green 

Published: Wednesday, July 15,2009 at 1:52 p.m. 

The recently approved contract with a Boston company to build a costly wood incinerator electrical 
generation plant in Gainesville was sold to us as "clean and green." It is neither. 

The fact is, this "biomass" plant will spew almost twice as much C02 as the proposed coal plant it 
replaces - an estimated 2 billion pounds of C02 every year, 2 billion pounds that will accelerate global 
warming. The proponents argue that the trees burned in the plant will grow back, so the project is 
"carbon neutral." 

However, as the EPA stated on April 24, 2009, in the Endangerment Proposal on C02, "Indeed, for a 
given amount of C02 released today, about half will be taken up by the oceans and terrestrial vegetation 
over the next 30 years, and a further 30 percent will be removed over a few centuries, and the remaining 
20 percent will only slowly decay over time such that it will take many thousands of years to remove 
from the atmosphere. " 

In simple fact, trees don't grow fast enough to reabsorb all that C02. Burning trees puts more carbon in 
the air and worsens climate change because every molecule of C02 is the same as every other molecule, 
whether the C02 came from a burning a tree or a tailpipe. 

The false argument that prevails is that this massive C02 release is "natural". 

Sure, this carbon was part of nature before it was incinerated, but what matters is the increase in C02 in 
the atmosphere. Even if you want to rename it for political spin "biogenic" carbon, that won't prevent it 
from adding to the burden in the atmosphere. 

GRU and the plant developers claim the plant is "low emissions," but that doesn't address C02. There is 
nothing in the emissions controls on this plant that significantly reduces C02 emissions. Just look at the 
lack of common sense here. Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. And cutting 
down trees reduces the amount of C02 taken out of the atmosphere. That's a double whammy for the 
environment. 

The bottom line is that C02 is C02. The biomass plant will emit almost twice as much C02 as the coal 
plant it supplanted. That's a fact. It isn't "clean and green." It's a travesty. 
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It is. ironic that this is coming to Gainesville at the same time as the cutting-edge solar FIT (Feed In 
TarIff) solar program. Which path will Gainesville be taking? To the past, or to the future? This scam is 
about more than C02. This biomass plant is about investors' profits, not a clean environment or clean 
po:wer. The way this plant is being promoted is a scam - costing you in dollars, in health, and in your 
chtldren's futures. 

William Sammons, M.D. 
Lincoln, MA 

Jim Stringfellow: Let's rethink biomass plant 

Consider the pace of technology advancement in energy production. 
Published October 12,2009 
http://WW\V~inesville.coI11/article/2Q091012/0PINION03/9100992.81 

Fixing a Critical Climate Accounting Error 

CLIMATE CHANGE: http;l/JV\Vw.sciepcemag.QU 
SCIENCE VOL 326 23 OCTOBER 2009 

Timothy D. Searchinger, I * Steven P. Hamburg,2* Jerry Melillo,3 William Chameides,4 
Petr Havlik,5 Daniel M. Kammen,6 Gene E. Likens,7 Ruben N. Lubowski,2 Michael Obersteiner,5 
Michael Oppenheimer,1 G. Philip Robertson,8 William H. Schlesinger,7 G. David Tilman9 

Rules for applying the Kyoto Protocol and national cap-and-trade laws contain a 
major, but 
fixable, carbon accounting flaw in assessing bioenergy. 

I Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA. 2Environmental 
Defense Fund, Boston, MA 02108, and Washington, 
DC 20009, USA. 3Marine Biological Laboratory, Woods 
Hole, MA 02543, USA. 4Duke University, Durham, NC 
27708, USA. 5International Institute for Applied Systems 
Analysis, Laxenburg 2361, Austria. 6University of California 
at Berkeley, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA. 7Cary Institute of 
Ecosystem Studies, Millbrook, NY 12545, USA. 8Michigan 
State University, Hickory Corners, MI 49060, USA. 9University 
of Minnesota, St. Paul, MN 55108, USA. 

*Authors for correspondence. E-mail: sham~df.org 
(S.P.H.); tseW'chj@princ~toIl.edu (T.D.S.). 

The accounting now used for assessing compliance with carbon limits in the Kyoto Protocol and in 
climate legislation contains a far-reaching but fixable flaw 
that will severely undermine greenhouse gas reduction goals (1). It does not count C02 emitted from 
tailpipes and smokestacks when "bioenergy" is being used, but it also does not count changes in 
emissions from land use when biomass for energy is harvested or grown. 

This accounting erroneously treats all bioenergy as carbon neutral regardless of the source of the 
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biomass, which may cause large differences in net emissions. For example, the clearing oflong~ 
established forests to bum wood or to grow energy crops is counted as a 100% reduction in energy 
emissions despite causing large releases of carbon. Several recent studies 
estimate that this error, applied globally, would create strong incentives to clear land as carbon caps 
tighten. 

One study (2) estimated that a global C02 target of 450 ppm under this accounting would cause 
bioenergy crops to expand to displace virtually all the world's natural forests and savannahs by 
2065, releasing up to 37 gigatons (Gt) of C02 per year (compa~ rable to total human C02 emissions 
today). 

Another study predicts that, based solely on economic considerations, bioenergy could displace 59% of 
the world's natural forest cover and release an additional 9 Gt of C02 per year to achieve a 50% 
"cut" in greenhouse gases by 2050 (3). 

The reason: When bioenergy from any biomass is counted as carbon neutral, economics favor large~ 
scale land conversion for bioenergy regardless of the actual net emissions (4). 

The potential of bioenergy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions inherently depends on the source of the 
biomass and its net landuse effects. 

Replacing fossil fuels with bioenergy does not by itself reduce carbon emissions, because the C02 
released by tailpipes and smokestacks is roughly the same 
per unit of energy regardless of the source (1, 5). 

Emissions from producing and/or refining biofuels also typically exceed those for petroleum (1,6). 

Bioenergy therefore reduces greenhouse emissions only if the growth and harvesting of the biomass for 
energy captures carbon above and beyond what would be sequestered anyway and thereby offsets 
emissions from energy use. . 

This additional carbon may result from land management changes that increase plant uptake or from the 
use of biomass that would otherwise decompose rapidly. 

Assessing such carbon gains requires the same accounting principles used to assign credits for other 
land~based carbon offsets. For example, if unproductive land supports fast~growing grasses for 
bioenergy, or if forestry improvements increase tree growth rates, the additional 
carbon absorbed offsets emissions when burned for energy. Energy use 
of manure or crop and timber residues may also capture "additional" carbon. 

However, harvesting existing forests for electricity adds net carbon to the air. That remains true even if 
limited harvest rates leave the carbon stocks of regrowing forests unchanged, because those stocks 
would otherwise increase and contribute tothe terrestrial carbon sink (1). 

If bioenergy crops displace forest or grassland, the carbon released from soils and vegetation, plus lost 
future sequestration, generates carbon debt, which counts against the 
carbon the crops absorb (7, 8). 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) has long realized that bioenergy's greenhouse 
effects vary by source of biomass and land~use effects. 
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It also recognizes that when forests or other plants are harvested for bioenergy, the resulting carbon 

release must be counted either as land-use emissions or energy emissions but not both. 


To avoid double-counting, the IPCC assigns the C02 to the land-use accounts and exempts bioenergy 

emissions from energy accounts (5). 


Yet it warns, because "fossil fuel substitution is already 'rewarded'" by this exemption, "to avoid 

underreporting ... any changes in biomass stocks on lands ... resulting from the production of biofuels 

would need to be included in the accounts" (9). 


This symmetrical approach works for the reporting under the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change (UNFCCC) because virtually all countries report emissions from both land and 

energy use. 


For example, if forests are cleared in Southeast Asia to produce palm biodiesel burned in Europe, 

Europe can exclude the tailpipe emissions as Asia reports the large net carbon release as land-use 

enusslOns. 


However, exempting emissions from bioenergy use is improper for greenhouse gas regulations if land

use emissions are not included. 


The Kyoto Protocol caps the energy emissions ofdeveloped countries. But the protocol applies no limits 

to land use or any other emissions from developing countries, and special crediting rules for "forest 

management" allow developed countries to cancel out their own land-use emissions as well (1, 10). 


Thus, maintaining the exemption for C02 emitted by bioenergy use under the protocol (11) wrongly 

treats bioenergy from all biomass sources as carbon neutral, even if the source involves clearing forests 

for electricity in Europe or converting them to biodiesel crops in Asia. 


This accounting error has carried over into the European Union's cap-and-trade law and the climate bill 

passed by the U.S. House of Representatives (1, 12, l3). Both regulate 

emissions from energy but not land use and then erroneously exempt C02 emitted from bioenergy use. 


In theory, the accounting system would work if caps covered all land-use emissions and sinks. 

However, this approach is both technically and politically challenging as it is extremely hard to measure 

all land-use emissions or to distinguish human and natural causes of many emissions (e.g., fires). 


The straightforward solution is to fix the accounting ofbioenergy. That means tracing the actual flows 

of carbon and counting emissions from tailpipes and smokestacks whether from fossil energy or 

bioenergy. 


Instead of an assumption that all biomass offsets energy emissions, biomass should receive credit to the 

extent that its use results in additional carbon from enhanced plant growth or from the use of residues or 

biowastes. 


Under any crediting system, credits must reflect net changes in carbon stocks, emissions of non-C02 

greenhouse gases, and leakage emissions resulting from changes in land-use activities to 

replace crops or timber diverted to bioenergy (1). 


Separately, Europe and the United States have established legal requirements for minimum use of 

biofuels, which assess greenhouse gas consequences based on life-cycle analyses that reflect 
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some land-use effects (1, 14). Such assessments vary widely in comprehensiveness, but none considers 
biofuels free from land-based emissions. 

Yet the carbon cap accounting ignores land-use emissions altogether, creating its own large, perverse 
incentives. Bioenergy can provide much energy and help meet greenhouse 
caps, but correct accounting must provide the right incentives. 
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March 18, 2010 
"National Sunshine Week" 

Madam Mayor and Commissioners, 

At a recent neighborhood electoraL forum, one of the candidates for Mayor 
(who should wish to remain nameless) opined that citizens opposed to your 
proposed $500 million doLLar Biomass Tree Incinerator were dealing in 
"misinformation. " 

This rash and untrue statement inspired me to speak briefly at Citizen 
Comment at the March 18 commission meeting about the dishonesty that 
permeates our city's presentments to the FLorida PubLic Service Commission, 
including the claim that "Gainesville's citizens are fuLLy informed" about the 
bioburner scheme with its devastating impact on their rates, and eager to 
take on the attendant serious financiaL risks to our utility. 

The city claims to have held 1LQublicl11eetings on the topiC. The List 
of these "meetings" has yet to be presented. When brought forth, it will 
doubtless stand truth on its head once more. 

My comments elicited another prevarication from GRU. After I referenced 
recent citizen reveLations that the SoLar F.I.T. program has been hijacked by 
a handfuL of specuLators, the GeneraL Manager for Utilities toLd you that certain 
"Large soLar contractors" were having "trouble lining up financing in these times." 
He assured you that GRU wouLd heLp them find the financing. 

That statement is dishonest. The GeneraL Manager knows, or certainLy shouLd 
since the citizens know, that the lion's share of the SoLar F.I.T. subsidy (58%) has 
been snapped up by a singLe paper corporation, an ephemeraL creation of greed, 
housed with some wrongful death attorneys in an office suite somewhere on 
Wilshire Boulevard. This applicant has never installed a soLar panel anywhere. 
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It shouldn't be so hard to get the truth in Gainesville. The citizens are being 
maligned while the commissioners and Mayor malinger. You need to start doing 
your job, and stop denigrating the hard work of citizens looking for truth. 

I challenge each of you to respond to this plea. This commission has become 
notorious for not responding to citizens' letters, e-mails and phone calls. That 
has to stop. 

My request of each of you starts with this: send me ypur copy of the list of 
the "37 public meetings" held on the Biomass Tree Burner. 

Pursuant of course to the Florida Sunshine Law, which has apparently sunset 
in Gainesville. 

Yours truLy, 

Thomas D. Bussing PhD 
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June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chairman 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly harm lung health of millions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-term public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transformation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also endanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of 40 different toxic substances, increases the risk ofdeveloping lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encountered pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands ofpeople every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-term difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

http:www.LungUSA.org
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The legislation should support state and local air pollution control efforts and include strong controls on 
major sources of emissions. Please include stronger controls on coal-fired power plants and other major 
industrial sources that also reduce sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other toxic air 
contaminant emissions. 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermaL The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion of biomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

The American Lung Association thanks you for the opportunity to share our perspective. 

Sincerely, 

Charles D. Connor 
President & CEO 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 10,201012:39 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Klement 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Attachments: ALA_nationaUetter.pdf; Attached Message Part 

Thank you for this information. The attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Co"espondence 
Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 7:51 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Please add to docket 090451. 

From: Dick Stokes [mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net] 
Sent: Saturday, May 08, 20107:04 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: Please Vote to Deny Proposed Gainesville 'Biomass' Plant 

Dear Chairwoman Argenziano, Commissioner Edgar, Commissioner Klement, Commissioner 
Skop and Commissioner Stevens, 

Please vote to deny the city of Gainesville's proposed 'biomass' power plant. 

I know you are under great political pressure to approve the expensive, unneeded power plant 
but please consider the rate payer. 

Contrary to statements by Gainesville officials, the rate payers are not aware of the rate hikes 
they'll be forced to pay if this proposed plant is built. 

The local newspaper has done a very poor job of covering the issue. The 'dozens' of public 
meetings the City claims to have had on the proposed bio-burner are a mystery. Repeated 
requests for documentation of these public meetings have been ignored. (The March 18th 
letter to the City from former Gainesville mayor Tom Bussing requesting a list of public 
meetings on the bio-burner is at the bottom of the page.) 

Based on the public meetings on the proposed bio-burner that actually occurred, the vast 
majority of the citizens who know about it, are against it. 

071159: Video of Evaluation of Biomass-fueled Generation Proposals, May 12, 2008 
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Citizen comments @ 01 :47:40 
httQ;lIgainesville.granicus.com/MediaPJayer.pbp1view id=5&cli(tj<:t=319 

The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse 
effects of Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PM 1 0 & PM2.5 
http://WWW.flcv.Gom/biomass.html 

Attached is a letter from the National Lung Association 

Excerpt from the Lung Association letter: 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion of biomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

smp 

'Biomass' burning is not green, it's not sustainable, it's not healthy, it's not renewable, it's not 
carbon neutral, it's not environmentally friendly and it's not ecologically sound. 

If built, the proposed Gainesville 'biomass' plant will shackle our citizens with a 30 year debt. 
Please vote to deny it. 

Sincerely, 

Dick Stokes 
715 NE 2nd Street 
Gainesville 32601 

Please see letters regarding the proposed bio-burner below 

The Gainesville SUN 
http://wvv:w.gainesville.comlanicle/~01004L410PINIQN03/414100J/-1I0PINION?p=all&;tc=pgall 

Joy Towles Ezell: Biomass plant is a mistake 

By Joy Towles Ezell 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Wednesday, April 14,2010 
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The Florida League of Conservation Voters opposes the proposed power plant in Gainesville. 

Gainesville does not need more electric power; it currently has a 63 percent reserve for the next two 
decades. The existing power plants are reliable and have been enhanced recently with expensive 
pollution controls and upgrades. 

The Gainesville City Commission needs to be aware of the disastrous effects this proposed incinerator 
will have on the ratepayers, the environment and the public's health. 

The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would burn two tons of wood per minute 
and would spew almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The estimated 2 billion pounds 
of C02 every year would accelerate global warming. 

An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious air pollution, 
cause traffic problems and be a financial burden for taxpayers to maintain local roads. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other greenhouse 
gases are a danger to public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add pollution to our air or deplete 
our potable water resources. 

Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees reduces the amount 
of C02 absorbed by trees and taken out of the atmosphere. 

Basic forestry truths: There is no waste in nature, and "residual biomass" needs to stay in the woods to 
replenish the soil. 

We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels of C02 to prevent serious global 
consequences. Biomass burning power plants will only accelerate climate change. 

It's time for the commissioners to acknowledge that they made a terrible mistake and vote to cancel the 
contract before it's too late. 

The city of Gainesville needs to fix the failed solar program, expand energy efficiency programs and 
aggressively help customers reduce energy consumption. 

Doing so would create many new jobs that would benefit the community and region. 

F or more infonnation, see the Florida League of Conservation Voters summary documentation on 
adverse effects of biomass plants at htt,P-:/tw.::wwJ1cv.com/biOInass.html 

Joy Towles Ezell is president of the Florida League of Conservation Voters. She lives in Perry. 

Gainesville SUN - April 13, 2010 
http://www~itlesville.com@rticle/2010Q41~/OPINIOr-.T02/1 00419863/1 077/0PINION?p=3&tc=pg 

Biomass is bad for us 
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In his April 11 Speaking Out, Don Post, a retired professor of forestry, claims that the proposed biomass 
plant will be good for our forests. What he really means is that it will be good for the forest products 
industry and for landowners, such as himself, who have destroyed our natural forests and replaced them 
with biologically destitute tree farms. 

Now that the cancer of growth has finally slowed down, industrial foresters have no market for particle 
board, pulp for junk mail, and other low value products so they are turning to biomass. 

Industrial forestry has already degraded vast areas of our state. Future reliance on biomass will be the 
death knell not only for truly sustainable forestry, but also for nature as we know it. 

We should work to restore the vibrant and diverse ecosystems that were once the glory ofNorth Florida. 

Bruce Morgan 
Archer 

The Gainesville Sun - May 4, 2010 
llttJ!:/Iwww.gaine~yil1e.com/article!2QJ 00,504/QPINION021l 005098571~1/0pinion?Title=Letters-to-the: 
Editor-May-4 

A better way 

Ifwe are concerned about C02 and pollution, then GRU's biomass plans are faulty. There is no way you 
can convince me that letting a piece of wood rot on the ground where it falls has a larger carbon 
footprint than having two city employees in a big truck pick it up, drive it 40 miles to Deerhaven, and 
then bum it. 

A more logical approach would be to take the same $500 million and put $20,000 solar installations 
(sufficient for an average home) on 25,000 customers' roofs. 

GRU's website says they have 90,000 customers including businesses, so the solar approach would 
become a significant percentage of GRU's output. Not only would this give those customers free or 
nearly-free electricity for decades, it would alleviate GRU's need to bum coal (or anything else) for 
them. 

Ben Butler, 
Alachua 

Gainesville SUD - April 9th 
http://www.gaiIlesville.com/article/2010Q4Q8INEWSIl00409427/-1/QPINION?Title=Ronald-Saff
Scrap-the~biomass-plant 

Dr. Saff: Scrap the biomass plant 

The City of Gainesville should scrap the proposed unnecessary 100 MW 'biomass'power plant. 

Incineration increases green house gases in the atmosphere causing a rise in global temperatures and 
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harmful consequences to human health. 

There is evidence for a relationship between air emissions exposure and lung cancer. 

Emission of hazardous gases such asA carbon monoxide, formaldehyde, and nitrogen oxides. 

Particulate matter from incineration A interferes with normal lung development, reduces lung function, 

increases episodes asthma, emphysema, pneumonia and bronchitis; aggravates heart disease; chronic 

obstructive lung disease; chronic bronchitis; and increases the risk of cancer and genetic mutations. 


Pregnant mothers exposed to high levels ofair pollution give birth to children with an increasd risk of 

stunted IQs. 


The Florida Medical Association supports development of comprehensive programs for resource 

conservation, recycling and composting and the Massachusetts Medical Society called 3 proposed 

biomass plants there"an unacceptable public health risk". Conservation, efficiency and solar are what 

we need to protect public health 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Florida Medical Association Environment and Health Section 


Dr. Saff is an asthma and allergy specialist in Tallahassee 


The Florida League of Conservation Voters has summary documentation on adverse effects of 

Biomass plants - includes documentation on effects of particulates-PM 1 0 & PM2.5 

http://www.ficv.com/biQmass.html 


The Gainesville Sun - April 8 

http://www.gillnesvilk.com/article/20 1 09408/0PINION02/100409525/1077 IOPINI ON.1P-==3&tc:::::pg 


No need for biomass 

Rob Brinkman ("Biomass needed to achieve Kyoto goals," Voice, 4-3) might be the first to agree that 
creation of greenhouse gas policy based on bad science is not "sustainable." Building a biomass plant in 
a rush to achieve Kyoto goals is an anachronism that clings to a demonstrably failed IPCC global 
warming hypothesis. 

There is no longer a compelling need to invest scarce dollars for biomass plant in Gainesville. 

Harold Saive, 

Gainesville 

The Gainesville Sun - April 6 
http://www.gaipesville.com/article/20100406/0PINION02/100409705/1077!QPINION?Title=Letters
tQ:-the-EdilQx:-Apri1::Q 

No position taken 
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I would like to clarify a statement made by Karen Orr, chairwoman ofthe Energy Justice Network, in 
her March 29 letter ("Why physicians are against biomass energy"). 

Orr stated the American Lung Association of the Southeast opposes biomass plants. We have not taken a 
formal position on biomass plants. We do, however, have concerns about increasing sources of air 
pollution from energy production, including biomass, as it relates the potential effects it poses for at-risk 
groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes and heart disease. 

Burning wood, or any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into the air, affecting both the 
environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, we are concerned about the diesel equipment critical to plant operations and the trucks 
delivering the fuel source. These can add significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby 
communities. 

Although we have concerns about these new energy sources adding to air pollution, we are even more 
concerned about the older plants that do not use the best available technology to capture toxic emissions. 
The American Lung Association works hard for more stringent regulations. 

Brenda Olsen, RN 
Chief Operating Officer 
American Lung Association 
of the Southeast, Inc. 
Tallahassee 

The Tallahassee Democrat 
http://floridi::msagainstincineratorsindisguise.coDl/cat~gory/medical.olmosition/ 

Frank Holcomb's Op-Ed misrepresents American Lung Assocaition's position on Biomass 
Incinerators 

Attached is the Lung Association's response to today's op-ed on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden 
County. The op-ed misrepresented our position and we would like to make sure the public hears from us 
directly. Thanks for your consideration. 
Brenda 

"As the Chief Operating Officer for the American Lung Association in Florida, I would like to clarity a 
statement made in Frank Holcomb's recent editorial on the proposed biomass plant in Gadsden County. 
In his piece, he mentioned a position by the Clean Air Choice group within the American Lung 
Association that could be viewed as an endorsement of biomass energy. The information Mr. Holcomb 
cited was pulled from a website in Illinois and is not the position ofthe American Lung Association in 
Florida on the subject. 

The American Lung Association has significant concerns regarding the proposed biomass plant and the 
potential effects it could pose for at-risk groups like those suffering from emphysema, asthma, diabetes 
and heart disease. Burning wood, or burning any substance, releases toxic chemicals and particles into 
the air which affect both the environment and respiratory health. 

Additionally, diesel equipment critical to plant operation, like the trucks delivering wood, will add 
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significant pollution on the roads and throughout nearby communities. A constant supply of fuel is 
needed requiring these trucks to make multiple, daily trips to and from the plant. The age of these 
vehicles and idling practices will also have a significant impact on the level of pollution emitted, and 
increase the potential damage to air quality and the health of Gadsden County citizens. 

Furthermore, we have noticed a pattern nationwide of biomass plants being proposed for rural areas 
away from cities; where less protective pollution control restrictions and weaker permitting requirements 
apply. Plant proponents will say that they "meet the air pollution requirements" but the requirements 
themselves tend to be more lax. 

Our organization is dedicated to healthy air and healthy lungs for all Floridians. I encourage the leaders 
of Gadsden County to consider the potential negative health effects on an already medically vulnerable 
and underserved community" 

Brenda Olsen, RN 
Chief Operating Officer 
American Lung Association of the Southeast, Inc. 
Serving Florida, Georgia and South Carolina 

The Gainesville Sun 

Letter to the Editor 
httpjlwww.gainesville.com/article/2QlQQ329ICOLUMNISTS/3291002 

Why physicians are against 'biomass' energy 

The Florida Medical Association and The American Lung Association of the Southeast oppose 
"biomass" power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to public health. 

At least 75,000 physicians have signed resolutions proposing the banning or severe restrictions on the 
burning of "biomass" (for electricity) due to the increased risk of premature infant death, asthma in 
adults and children, chronic bronchitis, heart disease and stroke. 

Emissions from "biomass" plants disproportionately harm the newborn, children, athletes, the 
chronically ill, those with lung disease and the elderly. People with emphysema, other chronic lung 
diseases, angina or congestive heart failure will be sicker. 

Write the mayor and city commissioners. Tell them to fix the City's failed solar program and cancel the 
contract for the "biomass" plant before it's too late. 

For more information on medical opposition to "biomass" plants, see http://biomess.net 

Karen Orr 
The Energy Justice Network 
Chairwoman 
Gainesville 

NAACP criticizes biomass plant 
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The group says the plant would be too costly for minorities. 

By Chad Smith 
Staff writer 

Saturday, March 13,2010 at 6:01 a.m. 

The local chapter of the NAACP wants the city to reconsider its proposed biomass power plant, fearing 
it would cause a spike in utility bills that would hit the poor the hardest. 

Related Links:Candidates at odds over energy Earlier this month, Michael Bowie, president of the 
Alachua County branch of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, sent city 
commissioners a letter asking them to IIwithdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant. II 

In an interview, Bowie said the project would have a significant impact on those in the lower 
socioeconomic tier, a majority ofwhom are minorities. 

lilt will be tough for the entire community, but it will definitely be a burden on the poor community," he 
said. 

In the letter, he wrote, "(Gainesville Regional Utilities') map of KWh consumption per square foot of 
residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy consumption and the 
distribution of lower income African-American population. II 

He wrote that the "project raises serious questions," asked why it had to be built now when the city 
won't need the capacity until 2023, and questioned whether cost estimates were valid considering a 
growing interest in biomass. 

"It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the proposed 
biomass plant!" the letter concluded. 

Bowie and GRU leaders have scheduled a meeting for Monday to discuss the plant's effects on utility 
rates. 

The city is trying to answer some of the same concerns in Tallahassee, where the state's Public Service 
Commission will be deciding whether the plant will move ahead. 

GRU spokesman Dan Jesse said the city-owned utility believes it will be "best for the customers and the 
rates in the long term." 

As for the meeting Monday, Jesse said, "We're just going to be trying to convince them that this is a 
good business decision." 

Contact Chad Smith at 338-3104 or chad.smith@gvillesun.com 

http://www.gainesYiUe.com/article/20100313/ARTICLES/3131016 
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Press Release, March 13,2010 
Contact Brack Barker, Conservation Chair, phone # 352-215-4396 

The Suwannee/St Johns Sierra Group, which represents 14 counties in North Central Florida including 
Alachua county, has voted to oppose the GRU/GREC Biomass plant 

>Ie A new power plant is not needed; GRU currently has 62% overcapacity 

>Ie Competition for increasingly scarce biomass fuel will be too expensive and a burden on the ratepayers 

>Ie We reject more massive air pollution and major water withdrawals 

>Ie The City of Gainesville needs to expand their energy efficiency programs and aggressively help 
customers reduce energy consumption. This will create many new jobs that will benefity the community 
and region. For these reasons the Suwannee/St.John's group opposes a new power plant. 

Brack Barker SuwanneelSt Johns Sierra Group Conservation Chair 

Josh Dickinson: Biomass energy threatens woodlands 
Published March 14,2010 
htl12Jiwww.gainesville.com/article/.2.QJ00314/0PINION03/100319871 

The Gainesville Sun, March 7, 2010 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/.2.Ql 00307/0PINION0211 00309645 

GRU's $500 million biomass folly 

I would rephrase from Pamela Mincey's letter to the Sun (March 4): 

"Unknowledgeable biomass advocates are declaring the proposed 
unneeded tree-burning plant to be financially responsible." 

GRU has 63% overcapacity. To build a 500-million-dollar experi
mental new plant is folly. The Florida Public Service Commission 
is poised to deliver that verdict. 

Only erroneous political anointment as a "carbon neutral" fuel, 
with consequent massive subsidies, propels the biomass fiasco. 

Her foolish enthusiasm for chipping up Georgia's forests 
(for shipment to Europe, no less) exposes the flawed logic 
of these biomass advocates. How on God's green earth 
can that be "carbon neutral?" 

Next thing you know, they'll bring us a plan to clear-cut 
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the Amazon and ship it to China as "carbon neutral" fuel. 

Tom Bussing 
Gainesville 

The Gainesville Sun 

Letters to the Editor 
h!tp://www.gain~$ville.comlatlicle/20100219/0PINIONO:UIQQ2l9442/1Q71!QPINION?Title=L~t1~s-: 
lo-the-Editor-Feb-19 

Published: Friday, February 19,2010 

Fueling GRU's biomass 

In regard to the requirements of the new 100 MW biomass plant: How did the U.S. Forest Service 
determine that a 75-mile radius from Gainesville is the plant's supply area? This area incorporates a 
minimum of 19 counties and covers approximately 11 million acres. 

How can the Forest Service guarantee access and availability for fully half of the 1.5 million tons of 
logging residue left behind annually in the 5.5 million acres of forest in this area? As currently planned, 
we will require that much logging residue to fuel 75 percent of our new plant. 

The 75-mile radius incorporates the cities of Jacksonville, St. Augustine, Leesburg, Crystal River, Cedar 
Key and Jasper. How can GRU depend upon the cooperation of the many municipalities and owners of 
the privately held forests to satisfy our increased local consumption? 

And does GRU's 30-year contract with GREC include an iron-clad requirement that the biomass burners 
with their advanced emission controls be upgraded as technology improves to produce cleaner energy? 

Andy and Eleanor Merritt 

Cross Creek 

http://www.gaineSJdllg.~omlarticleI2010021610PJNIQN02/1002196711-110PINIQN?p=2&tc===pg 

Published: Tuesday, February 16,2010 

The PSC nailed it 

The Florida Public Service Commissioners have stepped in to provide the first meaningful scrutiny of 
GRU's proposed bio-burner, something not a single member of the City Commission has done. 

PSC Commissioner Nathan Skop nailed it: "GRU and the city are taking a huge risk with the rate payers' 

money." 


The Sun reported that PSC staff made estimates including a $100 million loss for the project by 2043. 

That is GRU's own estimate, and PSC staff merely comment on it. 
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They are charitable in accepting GRU's numbers, and also in not pointing out that under this same "base 
case" scenario, the red ink actually bottoms out at negative $320 million dollars as of 2030. That's 
without wood prices rising faster than inflation, an obvious possibility that GRU's rosy projection 
(amazingly) doesn't even consider. 

The plan would leave the ratepayers paying for the folly, with jacked up bills and "stranded assets" 
littering our generation portfolio. All for another 100 megawatts of overcapacity, for power that we do 
not need. 

Tom Bussing, 

Gainesville 

The biomass scam 

Many thanks to the Public Service Commission and The Gainesville Sun for exposing the true reason 
behind GRU's push for the biomass plant. It is not ecology. It is a form of corporate greed. 

The Feb. 11 article states there is not even a "capacity need" until 2023. So, why build it? 

The Sun reports that 50 of its 100 megawatt capacity will be sold to Orlando, Lakeland, and other areas. 
In other words $500 million of our tax dollars will be spent in the hopes GRU can turn a profit selling 
our electricity to someone else. 

The Sun also states your electric bill will also go up a minimum of $4 per month. 

And to add insult to injury for you folks out in the countryside, any profit that might possibly happen 
will be returned by GRU to the Gainesville city treasury, not you. Talk about taxation without 
representation! 

Ben Butler, 

Alachua 

Letters to the Editor, Gainesville Sun, February 6 
http://www.gainesville.com/ID1i<::1t!/20 1 00206/0PINION0211 002096501-110PINI ON?Title=Letters-to
the-Editor-F eb-6 

Biomass disaster 
"Biomass" plants pose an undue risk to public health and the environment. Promoting these incinerators with 
public subsidies on the false claim that they produce "green" electricity is indefensible public policy. 

Under current or proposed laws "biomass" burning will dramatically increase greenhouse gases. It is not 'carbon 
neutral" as the industry claims. 

Current research, data from company permits and proposals, environmental impact reports, and government 
analyses show that for several key pollutants (notably C02, NOx and particulates), biomass burning is "dirty 
energy" - worse than coal. The Florida Medical SOCiety, The Massachusetts Medical Society and the American 
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Lung Association of New England oppose biomass power plants because they present an unacceptable risk to 
public health. 

The U.S. Senate will be acting soon on proposed laws to give "biomass" plants more tax credits. 

Please urge senators Bill Nelson and George LeMieux to stand with the interests of the people they represent 
and vote NO on all tax credits for "biomass" burning to make electricity. 

To learn about some of the fourteen proposed "bioenergy" plants in North Florida, visit the Floridians Against 
Incinerators in Disguise website at http://bLomess.net 

Karen Orr, Co-chair 
The Energy Justice Network 
Gainesville 

Fall and winter 2009 letters and columns published in The Gainesville Sun opposing the proposed 
'biomass' incinerator in Gainesville Florida. 

Published: Wednesday, December 30, 2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

Not enough wood for GRUIs furnace 

In his Dec. 20 column, Ron Cunningham listed some of the reasons wood for GRU's biomass generator 
may be too expensive for us to buy when that unit is ready to produce electricity. He suggests the local 
community could buy a forest to supply fuel for the plant "just in case" prices reach a level we cannot 
afford. 

He says we might even persuade the state to allow harvesting fuel wood on the forest land it owns in the 
county. 

It's a good thought, except that there isn't enough available forest land in the county to help us ratepayers 
much. The plant will burn nearly 2 tons ofwood a minute, and it takes over an acre of productive 
Florida timberland to grow that much wood in a year. 

The county owns and manages 6,100 acres of productive timberland, while the state owns about 5,500 
acres outside Payne's Prairie. Together, state and county-owned forests might fuel about seven and a half 
days of biomass generator operation each year, assuming they were sustainably managed and produced 
as much wood per acre as the commercial timberlands in the county do. 

Even if we clear cut the whole 11,700 acres of county and local state forestland to fire the plant in an 
emergency, the total harvest would supply the generator for only about nine months. 

It would take about 880 square miles of sustainably managed Florida timberland land to supply all the 
wood GRU will bum in its generator in a year. There are only 874 square miles of dry land in the entire 
county. 

This explains in part why so many of us have opposed the biomass generator since the idea first surfaced 

Dian Deevey, 
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Chair, 
Alachua County 
Environmental Protection 
Advisory Committee, 
Gainesville 

Let's talk about the GRU elephant 

Not long ago one could find posters at GRU headquarters that stated "Burn to Earn". I'm not sure if the 
posters are still there, but it looks like the newest incarnation of this "Burn to Earn" business model is 
the building of a new biomass power plant. 

GRU has two jobs: provide utility services and generate "profits" for the city's general budget. GRU 
"profits" pay approximately 36 percent of Gainesville's operating expenses in a process they call the 
"revenue transfer." 

The "revenue transfer" is the elephant in the room no one wants to talk about when discussing future 
power options. GRU must continue to make money to fund the city's expenses or taxpayers will have to 
pay higher taxes and city commissioners are reluctant to suggest any increases in taxes for fear they 
won't get re-elected. So, we are stuck in the 20th century "Burn to Earn" paradigm. 

It's time to talk about the elephant in the room. Burning trees is not the way we should be generating 
revenue for our city. We need a better way to finance the services Gainesville provides to its citizens or 
we will continue to waste millions of dollars working through more proposals to burn things that 
generate electricity and "profits." 

Let's make it clear to GRU and the City Commission that we don't a biomass plant in our community 
either. 

Ed Brown, 
Gainesville 

"Not enough wood for GRU's furnace" and "Let's talk about the GRU elephant" 
hnn.;//www.gain~:5yille.com/article/20091230/0PINIQN02/912289926 

December 21,2009 

The Shell Game 

Gainesville Is Giving Away Its Energy Future 

By Thomas Bussing 

It defies belief that the biggest utility contract in our city's history has been offered to an essentially 
empty paper entity whose principle activity is financial speculation, quick profit and quick sell-off. 

We the people are committing to their 500 million dollar private contract to burn trees so that we can 
buy back electricity at more expensive rates. 
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Page 14 of27 

Until now we were a municipal utility that built, owned and operated its system on behalf of the citizens. 
This deal transfers future ownership to shifting paper corporations who in turn sell off the rights they 
acquired from us. 

Better hope it all works perfectly, because the bail-out leaves us bankrupt and in hock forever to outside 
private financiers. 

We have been told that we cannot break this contract. We have been told it's too late, that if it is stopped 
the city might incur a financial penalty for the default. 

What we really worry about is the opposite: that going ahead with this plant may bring on the biggest 
financial disaster possible for a city. We who pay the rates are on the line to pay the half-billion dollar 
cost. 

But there is hope. 

A good start is simply agreeing that building this plant is a bad idea, and that therefore the agreement is 
against our interests. The facts tell us it would be better to not go ahead. 

Many letters to this newspaper have presented various reasons why we would be better off if this plant is 
not built. Here are a few more. 

The contractor, "Nacogdoches Power," is a corporate entity created for a single project, a planned bio
burner in Nacogdoches, Texas, for which it was named. Quoting from their December 14,2007 proposal 
to GRU: "Nacogdoches Power was formed in 2005 .... the company has no permanent employees ..." 

They are not builders or operators ofpower plants. They are merely seekers of financial arrangements, 
which they re-sell. They have no visible balance sheet and no actual employees. 

They recently sold their so-called "Texas Project" to another outfit, before even getting it constructed. 
"Nacogdoches Power" has rebranded into "American Renewables" in the process. 

They will not be running whatever gets built here. They may not even construct it. But they expect to be 
lucratively rewarded for their short time in town. 

GRU admits that when completed, this plant will command a premium (high) price for its output. Rates 
can be expected to rise. In the end, to solve such problems we may be forced to buy them out - and at a 
price that has not been disclosed. 

Amazingly, such key terms have never been disclosed to the public, nor even our elected commissioners 
and mayor. 

Five hundred million dollars is a lot of money to contract for, and it is we, the citizens who live here, 
who will have to pay unless it is stopped. 

There is one thing we can all agree upon - that it would be far better for this contract to be voided than 
to take the enormous risk of bankrupting our utility and our city. 

Not a brick has been laid, no equipment purchased for this proposed plant. 
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With that as our goal, we can proceed to explore mechanisms and any costs of extricating our City from 

this ill-advised and hastily-agreed-to contract. 


In the long run, we will be much better off. 


Dr. Thomas Bussing served as Mayor of Gainesville (2001-2004) 


Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
ht1.nJ(floridians~instil1cin~Jatorsindisguise.com/2Q09/l2121IgIDn~yil1e-is-giving-~Fay-its-energy-: 
futur(;!/ 

Go Green Nation 
http:/(www.gogreennation.org/2009(12/gainel'yi11(;!-is-giving-a\Yay-its-en~rgy-:future-%c4%ab-we
QillIDse-biomass-incinerator-projects-in-floridai 

http:/(www.gainesville.com/article/200912£4/0PINION02/912239969/-1/0PINIONT(itle=L~tters-to
the-Editor-Dec-24 

Published December 24,2009 

"Let's Harvest our Heritage Forests for Biomass" 

Not content with the exaggerated supply of "waste wood" 
that the ill-advised wood incinerator purports to "take care of, It 
apparently such advocates as Ron Cunningham have their eyes 
on our Preservation Forests. 

The "waste wood" they want to burn keeps our soil alive. 
It is critical to sustainable forests. Our Preservation Forests 
need to continue this natural soil-building cycle. 

>From the start, to even discuss this proposed forest-burning 
power plant as a mere "waste wood burner" is to acquiesce 
to the prevalent political spin. That's a bad joke on us. 

In truth, this plant is designed to be a massive tree harvester. 

But to be on the safe side, Cunningham suggests, if the fuel wood 
plantations can't keep up with the 1,000,000 tons per year appetite 
of the Tree Incinerator, let's bum our Heritage Forests. 

Brilliant. 

Dick Stokes 

Gainesville 

5110/2010 
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to-the-Edit~tr::-J2_ec-l 0 


Save our trees 


GRU director Bob Hunzinger (Dec. 6) would have us believe that biomass is a renewable energy source. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. 


He speaks of utilizing "forestry waste" as though it was a useless byproduct of a sustainable industry. 

The timber industry has already destroyed most of the natural forests of North Florida and has replaced 

them with ecologically useless pine plantations. 


The only part of a pine plantation that is ever returned to nature is the so called "waste" that GRU 

intends to bum. The "waste" in question consists of what little organic material escapes the loggers, the 

decomposition of which is critically important to the soil. 


There is no waste in nature, every leaf, twig, and bug counts. By turning to biomass we are acting like 

starving peasants who chop down the last few trees in the desert to feed their starving goats. 


Tum off the lights if we must, but leave us the last of our trees! 


Bruce J. Morgan, 


Archer 


http://www.gainesville.com/artic1e/20091212/0PINION02/91 211998811077/0PINION?Title=Letters

to-the-Editor-Dec-12 


It's not too late 


GRU contracted to build a biomass plant and stick it in our own backyard. It was labeled "renewable 

energy" to make us feel good. 


A biomass plant is simply an incinerator that will bum trees and pine needles; stable forms of carbon 

which will now be released directly into the air we breathe. 


Carbon dioxide is a byproduct of combustion, whether it is wood or coal. My lungs can't tell the 

difference. 


Add to this carbon footprint the 140-plus semi-truckloads of wood debris per day, which will result in 

additional carbon dioxide emissions. It's not too late to change our minds again. 


JeffPeet, 


Newberry 


The Gainesville Sun 
htm.;llwww.gainesville.com!artic1e/20091019INEWS/910199925/-1/0PINION?Title=Ronald-Saff
Rej ect -Gainesville-biomass-plant 

Guest Column 
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Monday, October 19,2009 

Dr. Ronald Saff: Reject Gainesville Biomass Plant 

As a former U.F. undergrad, I am proud of the high caliber education I received in Gainesville which 

has enabled me to achieve my dream of becoming a physician. Although Alachua County receives high 

marks in educational standards for its premier institution, the county sadly has received a very poor 

grade from the American Lung Association's State of the Air Report which gave the county an Fin 

ozone and C in particle pollution (soot). A proposed biomass plant for your community will only make 

the poor air quality there even more hazardous. 


Not only does air pollution cause heart and asthma attacks, strokes, cancer, missed work days and 

shortened life, pregnant mothers exposed to high levels of air pollution give birth to children with 

stunted IQ's making poisoned air an educational issue as well. 


The Florida Medical Association, deeply concerned about the massive amounts of carcinogens belched 

from the smoke stacks of biomass plants and other incinerators, urges State Government to minimize 

their approval and construction. 


My Medical Society in Tallahassee wrote a letter of concern to the Department of Environmental 

Protection stating that the physicians were concerned that pollutants from a proposed biomass plant 

would adversely affect patients with respiratory and cardiac conditions and will increase the incidence of 

respiratory conditions in children. 


With half of all men and one-third of all women developing some form of cancer at some time in their 

lives, society needs less biomass plants and not more of them. I urge Alachua County residents and the 

Medical Society to follow the example set by Tallahasseeans who realize the health risks that a biomass 

plant would bring and protested loudly to our politicians. We chased away the biomass plant sited for 

Tallahassee and with enough screaming and shouting you can do the same. 


Ronald Saff, M.D. 

Member, Physicians for Social Responsibility 


The Gainesville Sun 

http://www.gainesville.com/article/20091022/0PINIQN02/910221001I1Q77!QPINION?Tit1~::::Letters
to-the:EdilQJ-=-Qct-22 

Letters to the Editor - Oct. 22 

We don't need this biomass plant 

There is no need to build a huge, polluting tree-burning 100 megawatt power plant in Gainesville. 

Four semitrailers per hour of trees will be burned daily at Deerhaven. Five more tree burners are planned 
for North Florida putting us right into a smog belt. 
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The tree-burning power plant will release higher levels of polluting C02, NOX and carbon monoxide 
than the coal burner. Collecting and transporting trees will add considerably to the overall unhealthy 
pollution. 

GRU should be responsive to ratepayers who are now using less electricity. Ratepayers want to and need 
to conserve energy. GRU should pursue investment in energy efficiency in commercial buildings, 
homes, schools and public buildings. 

The fastest way to reduce the emission of greenhouse gases is to plant more trees and store more carbon 
in soils and leave the "waste" in place. 

There is no such thing as waste in nature or a forest. Organic matter must be replenished constantly and, 
if it is not, it will slowly disappear from the soil. 

The City of Gainesville can be a vanguard for solar power and pass conservation and efficiency 
measures that will protect our remaining forests and reduce emissions. 

These measures will save millions of dollars for taxpayers and keep our air cleaner and healthier. 

December McSherry, 
McSherry Tree Farm, 
Archer 

Submitted version 

The Gainesville Sun 
hnp:/IWW"W,gaine~yille.com/articl~/20091015/0:PINION02/910149836/1077/0PINION?Title=::Letters
to-the-Editor=Qc~15-2009 

Published: Thursday, October 15,2009 

A throwback plant 

The proposed tree-burning power plant is no more than a throwback to the charcoal furnaces of the 19th 
century. 


The forests of America were decimated to fuel a much small population need for industrial fuel. 


There are already a number of huge enterprises lined up to tum our forests into energy dollars. 


Huge plants are going in across the southeast, some to bum the wood, others to ship it off as pellets to be 

burned overseas. 


The results of this unseemly rush-to-burn will be longlasting and devastating to our forests. 


Clever lobbying that brought us the ethanol scam has continued to spread incentives for any-and-all 

biofuel schemes, including even garbage-burners. 
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Massive burning of things into our air will increase global warming. 

Reducing our over-use of power through greater efficiencies and old-fashioned conservation has to be 
the first step, not building a giant new tree-incinerator. 

For more information see "The Burning Issues With Biomass" at http://www:energyjustice.netlbiomass/ 

Karen Orr 
Energy Justice Network, Co-chair 

The Gainesville Sun 
http://www.gainesvi11~.com/article/20091001/0PINION02/9093Q9898/1077/0PINION?Title=Letters

to-the:..E4itQJ..Oct-I-2009 

Published: Thursday, October 1,2009 at 6:01 a.m. 

A simple question: Is plant needed? 

In his Saturday Speaking Out, former mayor Tom Bussing brought up some interesting questions about 
the new power plant approved last year by the City Commission. 

There are many points to be argued as to the wisdom of bringing in the Nagadoches company to run this 
biomass fueled power plant, but my question is simple: Do we need it? 

At the time the commissioners were discussing options for future power needs, GRU stated that if 
Gainesville residents followed GRU energy conservation guidelines, 
our current plant would provide sufficient power for something like 12 years, as I remember. Now, GRU 
tells us that residents have surpassed those conservation expectations and at this level of consumption 
the need for increased power could be pushed back farther. And that because of our conserving, the 
utility rates will have to be increased. 

I would expect that utility users will find more ways to conserve if their rates increase. 

Interestingly, I haven't yet noticed much of a change in wasteful usage of energy. It's still freezing in the 
post office, store employees still wear sweaters in the summer, lighting is still overused. 

I haven't seen a large amount of solar panels or reflective roofing being installed yet, which will come 
as costs go down with higher demand. 

Could more focused conservation along with more widely used alternative energy sources push an 
increased energy demand back another 10 years? Why should Nagadoches come set up shop? How 
much will this cost us and is there a need? Seems like a needless waste of energy. 

Monica Cooper, 

Gainesville 

http://www.gaine~yille.CQmlarticle/20090926/0PINION03/909261 OOS 
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Thomas D. Bussing: GRU's carbon folly 

By Thomas D. Bussing 
Special to The Sun 

Published: Saturday, September 26, 2009 at 6:01a.m. 

Here's an "Inconvenient Truth" about global warming on our local level: Last May our city 
commissioners and mayor voted for a massive increase in GRU's emissions of C02. 

The giant new wood-incinerating power plant at Deerhaven is expected to burn one million tons of 
"biomass" every year. (The current coal plant burns less than half that tonnage in producing twice as 
much electricity.) 

Building the new plant would more than double the smokestack emissions at Deerhaven. This is 
bizarrely promoted as a "clean and green" project by our city officials. In fact, it is neither. 

Dr. William Sammons has written an excellent expose on this (SUN on-line, July 15,2009), disclosing 
the fact that wood-burning plants actually emit double the C02 compared to a coal plant, and thus 
double the climate impact. 

Most of us know that wood is not an efficient fuel. Besides having a low inherent "heat value," it comes 
with a moisture content that must be boiled off in the flame. Thus, more C02 is produced for the same 
amount ofheat. 

It is illogical to advocate this inefficient fuel as a means to reduce C02 in the atmosphere. Kilowatt for 
kilowatt, it will spew more C02 than a coal plant. 

The overriding forces driving this ill-conceived plan are subsidies, regulatory loopholes, and a contorted 
logic that claims "carbon neutrality" for the plant's exhaust emissions. This "convenient" replacement for 
truth holds that "Since growing trees absorb C02, the emissions from this plant are just recycled back 
into trees ... which we will then bum." 

The fallacy is in believing that plants take up all C02 emissions. In fact plants absorb some, the ocean 
absorbs more (and as a consequence is becoming more acidic by the year), but a portion just stays and 
builds up in the atmosphere. That buildup is associated with global warming, and it doesn't matter if the 
C02 comes from coal, gas or "biomass." 

It is a fact that "biomass" burning produces more C02 than the conventional fuels. And "biomass" C02 
does not somehow migrate specifically to growing plants. It will, some of it, be in the atmosphere for 
many thousands ofyears. 

There are many more truths that will continue to come forth to substantiate that the proposed wood
incinerator is a bad idea for Gainesville. But let's take them one at a time. 

First of all, it is not"clean and green." 

Thomas D. Bussing served as mayor of Gainesville 2001-2004. 
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The Gainesville Sun 
http://www.gairt~sville.comlarticle/2Q090Z15INEWS/90715993 8/ -1/0PINION,?TitI~=Wmiam~ 
Sammons:"New-GRU-plant-will-be-neither:~lean-nor,:green 

William Sammons: New GRU plant will be neither clean nor 
green 

Published: Wednesday, July 15,2009 at 1:52 p.m. 

The recently approved contract with a Boston company to build a costly wood incinerator electrical 
generation plant in Gainesville was sold to us as "clean and green." It is neither. 

The fact is, this "biomass" plant will spew almost twice as much C02 as the proposed coal plant it 
replaces - an estimated 2 billion pounds of C02 every year, 2 billion pounds that will accelerate global 
warming. The proponents argue that the trees burned in the plant will grow back, so the project is 
"carbon neutral." 

However, as the EPA stated on April 24, 2009, in the Endangerment Proposal on C02, "Indeed, for a 
given amount of C02 released today, about half will be taken up by the oceans and terrestrial vegetation 
over the next 30 years, and a further 30 percent will be removed over a few centuries, and the remaining 
20 percent will only slowly decay over time such that it will take many thousands of years to remove 
from the atmosphere." 

In simple fact, trees don't grow fast enough to reabsorb all that C02. Burning trees puts more carbon in 
the air and worsens climate change because every molecule of C02 is the same as every other molecule, 
whether the C02 came from a burning a tree or a tailpipe. 

The false argument that prevails is that this massive C02 release is "natural". 

Sure, this carbon was part ofnature before it was incinerated, but what matters is the increase in C02 in 
the atmosphere. Even if you want to rename it for political spin "biogenic" carbon, that won't prevent it 
from adding to the burden in the atmosphere. 

GRU and the plant developers claim the plant is "low emissions," but that doesn't address C02. There is 
nothing in the emissions controls on this plant that significantly reduces C02 emissions. Just look at the 
lack of common sense here. Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. And cutting 
down trees reduces the amount of C02 taken out of the atmosphere. That's a double whammy for the 
environment. 

The bottom line is that C02 is C02. The biomass plant will emit almost twice as much C02 as the coal 
plant it supplanted. That's a fact. It isn't "clean and green." It's a travesty. 

It is ironic that this is coming to Gainesville at the same time as the cutting-edge solar FIT (Feed In 
Tariff) solar program. Which path will Gainesville be taking? To the past, or to the future? This scam is 
about more than C02. This biomass plant is about investors' profits, not a clean environment or clean 
power. The way this plant is being promoted is a scam - costing you in dollars, in health, and in your 
children's futures. 

5110/2010 
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William Sammons, M.D. 
Lincoln, MA 

Jim Stringfellow: Let's rethink biomass plant 

Consider the pace of technology advancement in energy production. 
Published October 12, 2009 
http://www.gainesville.com/article/20091012/0PINION03/910099981 

Fixing a Critical Climate Accounting Error 

CLIMATE CHANGE: http://www.sciencemag.org 
SCIENCE VOL 326 23 OCTOBER 2009 

Timothy D. Searchinger,1 * Steven P. Hamburg,2* Jerry Melillo,3 William Chameides,4 
Petr Havlik,5 Daniel M. Kammen,6 Gene E. Likens,7 Ruben N. Lubowski,2 Michael Obersteiner,5 
Michael Oppenheimer,1 G. Philip Robertson,8 William H. Schlesinger,7 G. David Tilman9 

Rules for applying the Kyoto Protocol and national cap-and-trade laws contain a 
major, but 
fixable, carbon accounting flaw in assessing bioenergy. 

1 Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA. 2Environmental 
Defense Fund, Boston, MA 02108, and Washington, 
DC 20009, USA. 3Marine Biological Laboratory, Woods 
Hole, MA 02543, USA. 4Duke University, Durham, NC 
27708, USA. 5International Institute for Applied Systems 
Analysis, Laxenburg 2361, Austria. 6University of California 
at Berkeley, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA. 7Cary Institute of 
Ecosystem Studies, Millbrook, NY 12545, USA. 8Michigan 
State University, Hickory Corners, MI 49060, USA. 9University 
of Minnesota, St. Paul, MN 55108, USA. 

*Authors for correspondence. E-mail: shamburg@edf.org 
(S.P.H.); tsearchi@princeton.edu (T.D.S.). 

The accounting now used for assessing compliance with carbon limits in the Kyoto Protocol and in 
climate legislation contains a far-reaching but fixable flaw 
that will severely undermine greenhouse gas reduction goals (1). It does not count C02 emitted from 
tailpipes and smokestacks when "bioenergy" is being used, but it also does not count changes in 
emissions from land use when biomass for energy is harvested or grown. 

This accounting erroneously treats all bioenergy as carbon neutral regardless of the source of the 
biomass, which may cause large differences in net emissions. For example, the clearing oflong
established forests to burn wood or to grow energy crops is counted as a 100% reduction in energy 
emISSIOns despite causing large releases of carbon. Several recent studies 
estimate that this error, applied globally, would create strong incentives to clear land as carbon caps 
tighten. 
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One study (2) estimated that a global C02 target of 450 ppm under this accounting would cause 
bioenergy crops to expand to displace virtually all the world's natural forests and savannahs by 
2065, releasing up to 37 gigatons (Gt) of C02 per year (compa~ rable to total human C02 emissions 
today). 

Another study predicts that, based solely on economic considerations, bioenergy could displace 59% of 
the world's natural forest cover and release an additional 9 Gt of C02 per year to achieve a 50% 
"cut" in greenhouse gases by 2050 (3). 

The reason: When bioenergy from any biomass is counted as carbon neutral, economics favor large~ 
scale land conversion for bioenergy regardless of the actual net emissions (4). 

The potential ofbioenergy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions inherently depends on the source of the 
biomass and its net landuse effects. 

Replacing fossil fuels with bioenergy does not by itself reduce carbon emissions, because the C02 
released by tailpipes and smokestacks is roughly the same 
per unit of energy regardless of the source (1, 5). 

Emissions from producing and/or refining biofuels also typically exceed those for petroleum (1, 6). 

Bioenergy therefore reduces greenhouse emissions only if the growth and harvesting of the biomass for 
energy captures carbon above and beyond what would be sequestered anyway and thereby offsets 
emissions from energy use. 

This additional carbon may result from land management changes that increase plant uptake or from the 
use of biomass that would otherwise decompose rapidly. 

Assessing such carbon gains requires the same accounting principles used to assign credits for other 
land-based carbon offsets. For example, if unproductive land supports fast~growing grasses for 
bioenergy, or if forestry improvements increase tree growth rates, the additional 
carbon absorbed offsets emissions when burned for energy. Energy use 
of manure or crop and timber residues may also capture "additional" carbon. 

However, harvesting existing forests for electricity adds net carbon to the air. That remains true even if 
limited harvest rates leave the carbon stocks of regrowing forests unchanged, because those stocks 
would otherwise increase and contribute tothe terrestrial carbon sink (1). 

If bioenergy crops displace forest or grassland, the carbon released from soils and vegetation, plus lost 
future sequestration, generates carbon debt, which counts against the 
carbon the crops absorb (7,8). 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) has long realized that bioenergy's greenhouse 
effects vary by source of biomass and land~use effects. 

It also recognizes that when forests or other plants are harvested for bioenergy, the resulting carbon 
release must be counted either as land~use emissions or energy emissions but not both. 

To avoid double-counting, the IPCC assigns the C02 to the land~use accounts and exempts bioenergy 
emissions from energy accounts (5). 
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Yet it warns, because "fossil fuel substitution is already 'rewarded'" by this exemption, "to avoid 

underreporting ... any changes in biomass stocks on lands ... resulting from the production of biofuels 

would need to be included in the accounts" (9). 


This symmetrical approach works for the reporting under the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change (UNFCCC) because virtually all countries report emissions from both land and 

energy use. 


For example, if forests are cleared in Southeast Asia to produce palm biodiesel burned in Europe, 

Europe can exclude the tailpipe emissions as Asia reports the large net carbon release as land-use 

emissions. 


However, exempting emissions from bioenergy use is improper for greenhouse gas regulations if land

use emissions are not included. 


The Kyoto Protocol caps the energy emissions of developed countries. But the protocol applies no limits 

to land use or any other emissions from developing countries, and special crediting rules for "forest 

management" allow developed countries to cancel out their own land-use emissions as well (1, 10). 


Thus, maintaining the exemption for C02 emitted by bioenergy use under the protocol (11) wrongly 

treats bioenergy from all biomass sources as carbon neutral, even if the source involves clearing forests 

for electricity in Europe or converting them to biodiesel crops in Asia. 


This accounting error has carried over into the European Union's cap-and-trade law and the climate bill 

passed by the U.S. House of Representatives (1, 12, 13). Both regulate 

emissions from energy but not land use and then erroneously exempt C02 emitted from bioenergy use. 


In theory, the accounting system would work if caps covered all land-use emissions and sinks. 

However, this approach is both technically and politically challenging as it is extremely hard to measure 

all land-use emissions or to distinguish human and natural causes of many emissions (e.g., fires). 


The straightforward solution is to fix the accounting of bioenergy. That means tracing the actual flows 

of carbon and counting emissions from tailpipes and smokestacks whether from fossil energy or 

bioenergy. 


Instead of an assumption that all biomass offsets energy emissions, biomass should receive credit to the 

extent that its use results in additional carbon from enhanced plant growth or from the use of residues or 

biowastes. 


Under any crediting system, credits must reflect net changes in carbon stocks, emissions of non-C02 

greenhouse gases, and leakage emissions resulting from changes in land-use activities to 

replace crops or timber diverted to bioenergy (1). 


Separately, Europe and the United States have established legal requirements for minimum use of 

biofuels, which assess greenhouse gas consequences based on life-cycle analyses that reflect 

some land-use effects (1, 14). Such assessments vary widely in comprehensiveness, but none considers 

biofuels free from land-based emissions. 


Yet the carbon cap accounting ignores land-use emissions altogether, creating its own large, perverse 

incentives. Bioenergy can provide much energy and help meet greenhouse 
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caps, but correct accounting must provide the right incentives. 
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March 18, 2010 
"NationaL Sunshine Week" 

Madam Mayor and Commissioners, 

At a recent neighborhood electoraL forum, one of the candidates for Mayor 
(who shouLd wish to remain nameLess) opined that citizens opposed to your 
proposed $500 million dollar Biomass Tree Incinerator were deaLing in 
"misinformation. " 

This rash and untrue statement inspired me to speak briefly at Citizen 
Comment at the March 18 commission meeting about the dishonesty that 
permeates our city's presentments to the Florida Public Service Commission, 
including the claim that "Gainesville's citizens are fuLLy 'informed" about the 
bioburner scheme with its devastating impact on their rates, and eager to 
take on the attendant serious financial risks to our utility. 

The city claims to have held 37 public meetings on the topic. The Ust 
of these "meetings" has yet to be presented. When brought forth, it will 
doubtless stand truth on its head once more. 

My comments eUcited another prevarication from GRU. After I referenced 
recent citizen revelations that the Solar F .1.T. program has been hijacked by 
a handfuL of specuLators, the General Manager for Utilities told you that certain 
"large solar contractors" were having "troubLe lining up financing in these times." 
He assured you that GRU would heLp them find the financing. 

That statement is dishonest. The General Manager knows, or certainly should 
since the citizens know, that the Lion's share of the Solar F.I.T. subsidy (58%) has 
been snapped up by a single paper corporation, an ephemeral creation of greed, 
housed with some wrongful death attorneys in an office suite somewhere on 
Wilshire Boulevard. This applicant has never installed a solar panel anywhere. 

It shouldn't be so hard to get the truth in Gainesville. The citizens are being 
maligned while the commissioners and Mayor maLinger. You need to start doing 
your job, and stop denigrating the hard work of citizens looking for truth. 

5110/2010 
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I challenge each of you to respond to this plea. This commission has become 
notorious for not responding to citizens' letters, e-mails and phone calls. That 
has to stop. 

My request of each of you starts with this: send me your copy of the list of 
the "37 public meetings" held on the Biomass Tree Burner. 

Pursuant of course to the Florida Sunshine Law, which has apparently sunset 
in Gainesville. 

Yours truly, 

Thomas D. Bussing PhD 


h:t1p://www.gators-r.us/SolarIn[Q! 

5110/2010 
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June 24, 2009 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
Chairman 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Waxman and Chairman Markey: 

As you consider legislation to address global climate change and energy policy, the 
American Lung Association urges you to use this opportunity to target widespread 
pollutants that can both directly harm lung health of millions of Americans and worsen 
global climate change. At a minimum, we urge you to select mechanisms that prevent 
increases in ambient air pollution and hazardous air pollutants. 

Over 186 million Americans continue to live and breathe in areas with unhealthy air in 
the United States. The American Lung Association supports aggressive strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that maximize co-benefits of reducing criteria 
pollutants and provide near-term public health benefits. These strategies include 
ambitious programs to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuel combustion and 
promote cleaner alternative vehicle technologies and fuels. These require real changes: 
substantial increases in clean renewable energy resources; a transformation of the land 
use planning process to emphasize smart growth policies that promote alternatives to 
driving; and, as well, significant reductions in power plant and industrial emissions. 

We urge you to consider approaches that target two critical two critical pollutants well 
within reach-black carbon and ozone. Black carbon, or diesel soot, and ozone not only 
significantly impact global warming but also endanger public health. Black carbon from 
diesel, a mixture of40 different toxic substances, increases the risk of developing lung 
cancer. Ozone, the most commonly encountered pollutant in America's cities, damages 
lung capacity and aggravates asthma. Both pollutants send people with asthma and other 
chronic lung diseases to the hospital and emergency room. Both cut short the lives of 
thousands of people every year. Because black carbon particles and ozone have 
significantly shorter life-spans in the atmosphere than carbon dioxide, immediate 
controls can make a near-term difference in the level of global warming, as well has have 
immediate health benefits. 

www.LungUSA.arg
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The legislation should support state and local air pollution control efforts and include strong controls on 
major sources of emissions. Please include stronger controls on coal-fired power plants and other major 
industrial sources that also reduce sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other toxic air 
contaminant emissions. 

The legislation should promote clean renewable electricity, including wind, solar and geothermal. The 
Lung Association urges that the legislation not promote the combustion ofbiomass. Burning biomass 
could lead to significant increases in emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
and have severe impacts on the health of children, older adults, and people with lung diseases. 

The American Lung Association thanks you for the opportunity to share our perspective. 

Sincerely, 

Charles D. Connor 
President & CEO 



Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,20102:43 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 - response requested 

J' :.,'. '1- ,. , ~ 

Thank you for this infonnation. This attachment has been printed and WIH"bec"PlacedinDocKerC.oFr~ence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 

StaffAssistant 

Office ofCommission Clerk 

Florida Public Service Commission 

Email: diwillia@psc.state.flus 

Phone: 850-413-6094 


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. 


-----Original Message----

From: Ruth McHargue 

Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 1 :03 PM 

To: Diamond Williams 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: Docket 090451 - response requested 


Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----

From: Webmaster 

Sent: Wednesday, May 05,2010 7:56 AM 

To: Consumer Contact 

Subject: RE: My contact 


-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.flus [mailto :contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04,2010 5:39 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: myrrh460@gmail.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 
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mailto:myrrh460@gmail.com
mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us
mailto:contact@psc.state.flus
mailto:diwillia@psc.state.flus


Contact Infonnation: 

Name: Mildred Russell 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-375-7646 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: myrrh460@gmail.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Please vote "no" on the city ofGainesville biomass plant. It is not a sound idea, and has the potential to loose 

money the city and its citizens do not have. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 2:42 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Docket 090451 - response requested 

Thank: you for this infonnation. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank: you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office ofCommission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.:fi.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 1 :03 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: Docket 090451 - response requested 

Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03,2010 1:42 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.:fi.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20101:24 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 
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Contact Information: 

Name: John Schiffermuller 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-256-4159 

Secondary Phone: 352-256-4159 

Email: onebigelf@yahoo.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Contact by email, please. 


Pleas vote NO on the City of Gainesville Biomass electricity plant. The citizens of Gainesville and the 

surrounding areas are paying for quite enough of their bad ideas already. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Thursday, May 06,20102:32 PM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

Attachments: RE: My contact; FW: My contact; FW: My contact; RE: My contact 

Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.u~ 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 1:00 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

Customer correspondence 

From: Angie calhoun 
Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2010 5:01 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: Protest to docket 090451 

5/6/2010 


mailto:diwillia@psc.state.fl.u


Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20105:09 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fi.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fi.us] 

Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 4:49 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Jim Beaty 

Company: RW Beaty Restaurant Eq. 

Primary Phone: 352-339-5368 

Secondary Phone: 352-376-5939 

Email: Beatyequip@aol.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Please vote NO on the Gainesville FI. Bio Mass electrical generator. There has been to much "Vodu 

Economics" used to justify the cost and it will end up costing the taxpayers ofGainesville. This is a bad idea. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Tuesday, May 04,20109:20 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.:fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fi.us] 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 8:34 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: keithmcinnis@gmail.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Keith McInnis 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352 2406210 

Secondary Phone: 352 2406210 

Email: keithmcinnis@gmail.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Please DECLINE the City of Gainesville the right to build a bio-mass power plant. It is not needed, it is 

inconsistent with the air quality values of this community and will ironically burn trees from Tree City USA 

only to sell the power to distant areas at a loss of efficiency. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20103:08 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.flus [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1.us] 

Sent: Monday, May 03,2010 2:59 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: bfuller@1tenews.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Barbara Fuller 

Company: resident, 6552 NW 37th Dr. Gainesville Primary Phone: 3523737089 Secondary Phone: 3523737089 

Email: bfuller@1tenews.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Dear Public Service Commission members: Please vote no on the City of Gainesville's biomass. Thank you, 

Barbara Fuller 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Wednesday, May 05,2010 7:56 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04,201011:08 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Paul Mueller 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: archean@cox.net 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

PLEASE deny the City ofGainesville's biomass plant request. I have no idea how this concept has gained so 

much momentum, but it is a dangerous proposal from both health and financial points of view. 

Thanks 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Thursday, May 06,2010 1 :03 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: Docket 090451 - response requested 

Customer correspondence 


-----Original Message----

From: Webmaster 

Sent: Monday, May 03,2010 1:42 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 03,20101:24 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: John Schiffermuller 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-256-4159 

Secondary Phone: 352-256-4159 

Email: onebigelf@yahoo.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Contact by email, please. 


Pleas vote NO on the City of Gainesville Biomass electricity plant. The citizens of Gainesville and the 

surrounding areas are paying for quite enough of their bad ideas already. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 8:29 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: Protet to docket 090451 

Attachments: FW: My contact; FW: My contact; RE: My contact 

Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.f1.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 10:59 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Protet to docket 090451 

Customer correspondence 

From: Angie Calhoun 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 5:09 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: Protet to docket 090451 

5/4/2010 


mailto:diwillia@psc.state.f1.us


Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20109:13 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [ mailto:contact@psc.state.fl. us] 

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20109:08 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: banco42@aol.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Douglas Woodall 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: banco42@aol.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Why in the world are you endorsing the building of a biomass energy plant and increasing our already high 

energy costs? This is an unacceptable in an era ofhigh unemployment and increasing taxes. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20102:36 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.flus [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1.us] 

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 2:14 PM 

To: Web master 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: MaryValter 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

I do not believe that Gainesville needs to continue with discussions on the bio-mass plant for GRU as I think our 

utility rates here are high enough and I feel this would make them go up. I moved here from South Florida and 

my rates for all utilities were much lower. Please do not okay this going forward. Thank you. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:07 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20102:52 PM 

To: Webmaster 

SUbject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: James Shaw 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 3526658570 

Secondary Phone: 3526658570 

Email: jim.shaw 1 O@gmaiLcom 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

The biomass plant planned for GRU in Gainesville, is not needed and will only result in more truck traffic and 

inefficient government. I strongly oppose the proposed plant and ask the PSC to do the right thing and not allow 

it to proceed. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04,20108:27 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

Attachments: FW: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact; RE: My contact 

Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.f1.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

1"" '. , •L_'-::'_~',::",! ".\!:.~_";"':;-::7,:::.:~;;:.:.:,;~:'--.-;. -.:•..; 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 11:00 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

customer correspondence 

From: Angie calhoun 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 5:09 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: Protest to docket 090451 

These customers are requesting a response. 

5/412010 


mailto:diwillia@psc.state.f1.us


Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 4:52 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl. us [maHto :contact@psc.state.fl. us] 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20104:37 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Cc: kjb828@yahoo.com 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 

Contact Infonnation: 
Name: Kenneth Bieda 
Company: 
Primary Phone: 
Secondary Phone: 
Email: kjb828@yahoo.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Do not go forward with the bio-mass plant. The energy costs are way to high already. Looking forward to the 

next election! 


1 

mailto:kjb828@yahoo.com
mailto:kjb828@yahoo.com
mailto:contact@psc.state.fl
mailto:contact@psc.state.fl


Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday. April 29. 2010 9:24 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 29, 2010 9:23 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Richard Devlin 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

No Bio-mass power plant in Gainesville, Plaese. Our rates are high as it is now we don't need them to go 

higher. 


Thanks for the change to make a comment. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 20109:48 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 29, 2010 9:41 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Infonnation: 

Name: Judith Bartpm 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-373-6941 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: jbarton1@cox.net 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

NO bio-mass plant, we simply cannot afford higher rates. let alone all the trucks in and out of town on our 

already bad roads. 

jbarton 


1 

mailto:jbarton1@cox.net
mailto:mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us
mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us


Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 201010:36 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 29, 2010 10:29 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: rae 1649@bellsouth.net 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Kathleen Watkins 

Company: Florida citizen 

Primary Phone: 352-375-0012 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: rae1649@bellsouth.net 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

I DO NOT want biomass power plants to be pursued as a source ofenergy. It will increase our energy costs 

which is TOO HIGH already!! Work on nuclear plants, drilling for oil and natural gas and other ways to reduce 

the enormous burden put upon our backs. Your job makes you responsible to work for the interests of citizens, 

not to destroy this state through taxation. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:48 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 29. 2010 9:41 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Judith Bartpm 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-373-6941 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: jbartonl@cox.net 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

NO bio-mass plant. we simply cannot afford higher rates. let alone all the trucks in and out of town on our 

already bad roads. 

jbarton 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Tuesday, May 04,20108:26 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW:Docket090451 

Thank you for this infonnation. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.f1.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 03,201011:03 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco 
Subject: Docket 090451 

Customer correspondence 
-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:15 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.f1.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1.us] 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:52 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Cc: jiminater@earthlink.net 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 
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Contact Information: 

Name: Jimmy Owens 

Company: retired- Progress Energy,Florida Primary Phone: jiminater@earthlink.net Secondary Phone: 

Email: jiminater@earthlink.net 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

I am opposed to the Gainesville Bio-mass Plant. I am retired from> 35 years ofpower production expreience in 

maintenance and operation positions, with TVA and Florida Power Corp (aka Progress Energy). I know that 

TVA and Florida Power (at Suwanee Plant) had pilot programs in bio-mass electric production in the past 40 

years. Both were failures and eventually abandonded.IF a plant facility cannot assure a consistent fuel sourse 

and reliable fuel BTU content then it is bound to be another disappointment-that the GRU customers cannot 

afford. Thank You -Jimmy 


2 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04,20108:25 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 

Subject: FW: Please enter these comments into the record 

Attachments: Public Testimony of Robert W.doc; 2-22-10_AdmJetter.pdf 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in 
Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.f1.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

~ 
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From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 03,2010 11:14 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Please enter these comments into the record 

Customer correspondence for docket 090451. 

From: Robert Brinkman [mailto:robertwbrinkman@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 3:12 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: Please enter these comments into the record 

To whom it may concern, 
Please enter these comments into the record for the supplemental hearing on May 3rd regarding the 

Gainesville Renewable Energy Center. I will bring a printed copy as well as the referenced letter to 
senator Rockefeller from Lisa Jackson. I can be reached at 352-318-4934 if three are any questions. I 
will merely summarize my attached comments during the public hearing portion. 

Rob Brinkman 

5/412010 
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I 

Public Testimony of Robert W. Brinkman Before the PSC Re: 
Needs Determination for the Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 

I have been intensely involved in the community discussions in Gainesville 
regarding energy supply and related climate change issues for over 7 years. 
served on the Alachua County Environmental Protection Advisory Committee 
(EPAC) becoming Chair in late 2005 just after the release of an EPAC review of 
GRU's proposal to build a second coal plant. Chapter 8 of this report, whose 
primary authors were Dian Deevey and Dr. David Harlos, recommended a 100 
MW biomass plant. EPAC members are appointed by the Alachua County 
Commission to advise it on environmental issues of concern to Alachua County 
residents. 

During much of this time I also served on the Gainesville Energy Advisory 
Committee (GEAC) serving as Chair of the committee for several years. As a 
member of GEAC I was part of a delegation from Gainesville that traveled to 
Burlington Vermont to see their biomass plant that has been in operation for over 
twenty five years and to talk with City and Utility officials. GEAC is appointed by 
the Gainesville City Commission to advise it on energy policy issues and was 
created as part of a settlement between the Sierra Club and the City of 
Gainesville as a result of legal action in opposition to the construction of our first 
and thankfully only coal plant, Deerhaven 2. 

I served on the executive committee of the Suwannee- St. John's group of 
the Sierra Club Florida becoming chair in 2006 and serving in that capacity until 
March of 2010. I also founded a local organization known as Citizens for 
Affordable Renewable Energy (CARE) primarily for the purpose of attempting to 
place a referendum on the ballot by petition to amend the Gainesville City 
Charter to require a referendum vote on the proposed coal plant. CARE 
suspended the signature gathering effort when almost three years ago the 
Gainesville City Commission voted to direct staff to issue a request for proposals 
for a biomass power plant. CARE dropped its ballot petition effort in recognition 
that a coal plant was now off the table. 

Much to my surprise the recent City elections featured a great deal of 
debate surrounding the proposed biomass plant including huge amounts of mis
information. My faith in democracy has been renewed by the results in which the 
only two candidates out of a field of ten competing for two seats that supported 
the biomass plant won the election. While the mayoral race was close the results 
after a machine recount matched exactly those from election night, the only 
difference being the addition of provisional ballots after review by the canvassing 
commission which increased the margin of victory slightly. Of particular 
significance was the district four race which saw a political newcomer who 
supported the biomass plant defeat a former four term Alachua County 
Commissioner who opposed the plant by an almost two to one margin. 

Despite the fact that the contract with American Renewables to build (the 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center) GREC was approved almost a year ago, 
the proceedings before this Commission brought the issue to forefront in the 
election campaign. While many opponents focused on a future date when 



Gainesville would require more generation capacity; the need to diversify fuel 
sources and specifically to increase substantially renewable energy generation is 
now, not in more than a decade. Gainesville is the only city in Florida and one of 
only a few nationally to have a cost feasible plan to reduce GHG emissions 7% 
below 1990 levels. 

I am proud of the Gainesville City Commission for all of their efforts to 
move forward in pursuit of both renewable energy and conservation and I am 
impressed with not only the competence and professionalism of GRU but also of 
their adaptability to Gainesville's change to a renewable energy focus over the 
last seven years and their innovation in implementing programs. Indeed I 'firmly 
believe that there is no better utility or City to lead Florida forward in pursuit of 
affordable and renewable energy. 

Throughout much of the early years when I was advocating against the 
proposed coal plant I worked hand in hand with many of the same persons, 
including the intervenors who now oppose the biomass plant for various reasons. 
It truly saddens me to have to take issue with them but throughout the recent 
discussions on GREC I have been frustrated by the lack of empirical evidence 
from most opponents. 

The record before the PSC in this matter, specifically the testimony of 
Richard Schroeder, demonstrates clearly with many sources of empirical 
evidence that not only is the supply adequate it is in fact abundant and would 
support more biomass plants. The seven pulp mills along the Georgia costs 
have managed to compete for the available round wood pulp resources available 
only to their west while GREC would be surrounded by some of the most 
productive pine forests in the region. 

Ms. Deevey among others has stated that she was concerned about the 
availability of fuel supply and indeed stated on Thursday April 29 at a 
presentation she gave that IFAS faculty she had spoken with were concerned 
and referred to "studies", yet the record of this matter before you shows that IFAS 
faculty are authors of many of the studies that clearly demonstrate the 
abundance of available logging residue. She also foresaw a potential for 
biomass costs tripling without offering any empirical evidence and warns of 
potential bankruptcy for Gainesville or forced sale of GRU. For the record the 
Gainesville Charter requires a referendum to approve a sale of GRU. I 
respectfully differ with her point of view, even without carbon regulations the 
increase costs while not without a likely rate impact are only a part of the energy 
supply costs to GRU. Even those costs would be well worth both the actual 
reduction in Gainesville's GHG emissions, not to mention the value of the 
example set for other Florida utilities of SUbstantial and cost effective methods at 
reducing future climate disruption through conservation and solar as well as 
biomass. 

Under any likely scenario where carbon emissions are regulated GREC 
will be a boon to the rate payers of GRU, regarding the likelihood of such 
regulations I am attaching, and respectfully request that it be entered into the 
public record of this matter, a letter from Lisa Jackson US EPA Administrator to 
Senator Rockefeller. The letter cites Massachusetts vs. EPA as requiring the 



EPA to regulate large stationary sources such as power plants and that she 
anticipates promulgating such regulations next year, fully two years before GREC 
would go online. 

When I visited almost four years ago Burlington Vermont and the other co
owners of the McNeil generating station enjoyed economic benefits from the sale 
of renewable energy credits. By the way Burlington officials showed posters and 
other documentation of some of the same fears on the part of some citizens prior 
to the building of their biomass plant. These included destruction of Vermont's 
forests, which happily are healthier today then they were a quarter century ago. 
As in Gainesville, the Burlington biomass plant proposal started with a citizen 
advisory committee and the opponents were in the minority and ultimately their 
fears proved unfounded as I believe they will be in Gainesville given the 
opportunity to move forward with GREC. 

Recently I was struck by the thought that while fossil fuel from the 
ground biomass, like the biblical manna from heaven, comes from the sky. Trees 
create cellulose by combining atmospheric C02 and rain from the sky using solar 
energy. Biomass plants simply insert themselves into the carbon cycle of the 
biosphere while coal and other fossil fuels are an unnatural perturbation of that 
carbon cycle with already evident and increasing impacts to our biosphere. Ms. 
Deevey has stated at public meetings that she feels that ultimately carbon 
regulations may not classify biomass as carbon neutral, increasingly there is 
evidence that if biomass plants promote improvements in silvicultural practices 
that result in an increased tree growth and C02 absorption they could be 
considered carbon negative. 

As I write this we have recently lost dozens of miners in coal mining 
accidents as well several oil platform workers. In recent times the country 
learned of the disastrous impact potential of coal ash storage and currently a 
leaking oil well that may exceed the release of the Exxon Valdez threatens the 
ecosystem of an unknown portion of the Gulf of Mexico. Clearly the 
environmental impacts of these two principle fossil fuel sources and the need to 
transition away from our addiction to both have never been more evident. Simply 
put it is better to cut down trees rather than the oldest mountains on earth 
(through mountain top removal), the former will grow back. 

I respectfully urge the PSC to as expeditiously as possible grant the 
requested needs determination because there is an urgent need for renewable 
energy, we need to transition away from the worst fossil fuel sources now, and 
biomass is not only the most cost effective renewable resource available to 
Gainesville, biomass per unit of energy costs less than coal. While this matter is 
probably not the most important to come before this Commission your decision in 
this matter could be the most symbolic one each of you will make in your service 
on the PSC. We are at a decision point will Florida move forward towards a 
clean safe energy future or will we remained mired in our fossil fuel addiction and 
an increasingly ominous future? 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENT At PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON.D,C. 20460 

FEB 222010 

THE ADMINISTRATOR 

The Honorable Jay D. Rockefeller IV 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Rockefeller: 

Thank you for your letter of February 19, 2010, concerning the Environmental Protection 
Agency's (EPA's) work to comply with the Supreme Court's decision in Massachusetts v. 
EPA while providing a manageable path forward for businesses and state governments. I share 
your goals of ensuring economic recovery at this critical time and ofaddressing greenhouse-gas 
emissions in sensible ways that are consistent with the caU for comprehensive energy and climate 
legislation. My full response to your letter appears below and in the enclosed document. 

Many of the comments and questions you offer are similar to ones that EPA received during 
recent public comment periods. As EPA staff works to respond to those comments, I am happy 
to share information with you here in order to answer the questions in your letter as completely 
as I can. The decision-making process has moved far enough along that I can make several 
central points based on modifications I expect to make in finalizing EPA's previous proposals: 

• 	 The United States Supreme Court held three years ago in Massachusetts v. EPA that 
greenhouse gases are air pollution and are subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act. 
EPA must follow the Supreme Court's holding, as you recognize in your letter. 

• 	 By April of this year, I expect to take actions to ensure that no stationary source will be 
required to get a Clean Air Act pennit to cover its greenhouse gas emissions in calendar 
year 2010. 

• 	 Based on those anticipated actions, I expect that EPA will phase-in permit requirements 
and regulation ofgreenhouse gases for large stationary sources beginning in calendar 
year 2011. In the first half of2011, only those facilities that already must apply for Clean 
Air Act permits as a result oftheir non-greenhouse gas emissions will need to address 
their greenhouse gas emissions in their permit applications. 

• 	 Further, I am expecting that greenhouse gas emissions from other large sources will 
phase in starting in the latter halfof 20 11. Between the latter half of2011 and 2Q 13, I 
expect that the threshold for permitting will be substantially higher than the 25,000-ton 
limit that EPA originally proposed. In any event, EPA does not intend to subject the 
smallest sources to Clean Air Act pennirting for greenhouse-gas emissions any sooner 
than 2016. 

Inl$m&t Addmss (ORL)., r;1tp:/fwv;Iw,epa..gov 
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• 	 You asked in your letter what the result would be ifSenator Lisa Murkowski's resolution 
ofdisapproval ofEPA's endangerment finding were enacted. One result would be to 
prevent EPA from issuing its greenhouse gas standard for light-duty vehicles, because the 
endangerment finding is a legal prerequisite ofthst standard. The impacts of that result 
would be significant. In particular, it would undo an historic agreement among states, 
automakers, the federal government, and other stakeholders. California and at least 
thirteen other states that have adopted California's emissions standards likely would 
enforce those standards within their jurisdictions, I leaving the automobile industry 
without the explicit nationwide uniformity that it has described as important to its 
business.2 

Background 

Three years ago, the Supreme Court held in Massachusetts v. EPA that the term "air pollutant" in 
the Clean Air Act includes greenhouse gases.3 The Court also held that the Act requires EPA to 
consider the science of climate change meaningfully in determining whether greenhouse-gas 
pollution endangers public health or wei fare. 4 As a result of the Court's decision, EPA became 
obligated to treat greenhouse-gas emissions as air pollution under the Clean Air Act and to 
engage with the best available science in determining whether those emissions endanger 
Americans' health or welfare. After EPA staff conducted a comprehensive survey of the 
soundest available science and carefully reviewed hundreds of thousands of public comments, I 
determined last December that greenhouse-gas emissions do endanger Americans' health and 
welfare. s 

As you know, I am not alone in having reached that conclusion. The U.S. Global Change 
Research Program, which consists of thirteen federal departments - including the National 
Science Foundation, the Department of Health and Human Services, and the Departments of 
Commerce, Agriculture, Defense, Energy, and the lnterior- found last June that risks to human 
health will increase as a result ofhuman-induced global warming.6 The U.S. Senate itself has 
twice passed, on a bipartisan basis, a resolution finding that greenhouse-gas accumulation from 
human activity poses a substantial risk of increased frequency and severity of floods and 
droughts,7 

EPA's endangerment finding obligates the agency, under Section 202(a) ofthe Clean Air Act. to 
issue greenhouse-gas emissions standards for motor vehicles.s EPA will begin to discharge that 

I http://www .epa.gov/otaq/climate/regulations/air-resources-board. pdt:. 
2 See Patchwork Proven, National Automobile Dealers Association (January 2009). 
3549 U.s. 497, 528-29, 532-33 (2007). 
4 1d. at 534-35. 
574 Fed. Reg. 66495, et seq. (December 15,2009). 
" http://downloads.globalchange.gov !usimpactsJpdfs/climate-impacts-report.pdf 
7 See Energy Policy Act of2005; Energy Independence and Security Act of2007. 
aSee Clean Air Act Section (202)(a)(1), 42 U.S.C. § 7521(a)(1). 
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duty late next month, by issuing greenhouse-gas emissions standards for Model Year 2012-2016 
light-duty motor vehicles.9 

At the same time that EPA issues its light-duty-vehicle emissions standard, the Department of 
Transportation will issue a rule raising the existing fuel-economy standards for the same 
vehicles. 1o Together, the EPA and DOT standards will reduce the lifetime oil consumption of 
the affected vehicles by 1.S billion barrels while eliminating 950 million metric tons of 
greenhouse-gas pollution. 11 The government ofCalifornia has agreed to recognize vehicles that 
comply with the EPA rule as complying with the state's greenhouse-gas emissions standard. As 
a result. the automakers will be able to operate with the nation-wide regulatory uniformity that 
they have sought. 

The implementation ofEPA's light-duty vehicle standard will make greenhouse-gas emissions 
subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act for the first time. Under the Act's text, air 
pollutants that are subject to regulation under the statute are subject to the Act's "frevention of 
significant deterioration" and operating-permit provisions for stationary sources. I 

Mindful of that legal consequence, and in order to provide clarity for states and businesses, EPA 
has been working to complete two rulemakings. The agency has received many thoughtful 
comments on those two rulemakings - from citizens,.States.localities, industry representatives, 
and environmental groups. The agency's upcoming actions will reflect and incorporate valuable 
information and constructive suggestions that EPA received.during the public comment periods, 
and thus will improve substantially upon the agency's initial proposals. 

The first action will conclude EPA's reconsideration ofa memorandum that former EPA 
Administrator Stephen Johnson issued in 200S. I anticipate that the final action on 
reconsideration will explain that greenhouse-gas emissions will become "subject to regulation" 
under the Clean Air Act, such as to make them a part of the Act's stationary-source permitting 
programs, in January of2011, when Model Year 2012 light-duty vehicles will need to comply 
with EPA's greenhouse-gas emissions standard. As a result of that final action, no facility will 
need to address greenhouse-gas emissions in Clean Air Act permitting before 2011. 

The second action will promulgate what has become known as the tailoring rule. I describe that 
action in detail at the outset of this letter. 

I have already described the impact of enactment of Senator Lisa Murkowski's resolution of 
disapproval ofEPA' s endangerment finding on the light-duty vehicle standard and the historic 
agreement among states,automakers. the federal government. and other stakeholders. Moreover, 
a vote to vitiate the greenhouse-gas endangerment finding would be viewed as a vote to reject the 

9 See 74 Fed. Reg. 49453, et seq. (September 28,2009). 
10 See id 
l'http://yosemite.epa.gov/opaladmpress,nsf/dOcf6618525a9efb85257359003fb69d1522dOa809f6b 
7f9cSS2S763200562534 !OpenDocument 
12 See, e.g., Clean Air Act Section 169(3),42 U.S.c, § 7479(3) ("each pollutant subject to 
regulation under this chapter"), 



scientific work of the thirteen U.S. government departments that contribute to the U.S. Global 
Change Research Program. It also would be viewed by many as a vote to move the United 
States to a position behind that of China o.n the issue of climate change, and more in line with the 
position of Saudi Arabia. 

Attached, please find responses to those of your questions that are not addressed above. Thank 
you again for your letter. I appreciate this opportunity to update you on EPA's work to comply 
with the Supreme Court's decision in Massachusetts v. EPA while providing a manageable path 
forward for businesses and state governments. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa P. Jackson 

Enclosure 



What is your assessment of the likelihood of the tailoring rule surviving already announced 
legal challenges? 

EPA would not have issued its initial tailoring rule proposal if I did not believe that it was 
lawful. Oddly. certain advocacy organizations that purport to speak for businesses are the only 
ones who have threatened to challenge the tailoring rule in court. My assessment is that those 
challenges, if they are filed, will fail. Ifmy assessment were otherwise. I would not promulgate 
the tailoring rule. 

Currently, PSD regulations are applied to fewer than 400 facilities per year for pollutants 
sucb as ozone. How many facilities would be required to obtain permits under GHG 
regulation under the Clean Air Ad? 

None in 2010. For the first halfof2011. fewer than 400, because only facilities undergoing 
permitting for other pollutants would need to address greenhouse-gas emissions in pennitting. 

Large electric generators using domestically produced coal and natural gas are uncertain 
about potential "Best Available Control Technology" or uBACT" standards for carbon 
dioxide (CO]). What does EPA expect coal and natural gas plant operators to do if there is 
nostandard? What process will you use to determine such standards and the range of 
options for such facilities given the pre-eommercial standing of current C02 abatement 
technologies such as carbon capture and storage (CCS)? 

EPA continues to review and analyze options for defining Best Available Control Technology 
(BACT) for greenhouse-gas emissions. The additional time that EPA will have before 
permitting requirements will take effect will enable the agency and stakeholders to consider this 
issue carefully and thoughtfully. EPA's goal will be to identify practical, achievable. and cost
effective strategies for minimizing emissions i11creases from new facilities and major 
modifications, recognizing the importance of those projects to the economy and job creation. 
The agency would of course apply the well-developed framework that e"ists for determining 
BACT for non-greenhouse-gas pollutants. One ofthe factors that is applied under that 
framework is the commercial availability ofa given control technology. EPA is closely 
following efforts to make integrated systems for· capturing, transporting~ and storing C02 from 
coal-fueled electricity generating facilities commercially available. The agency would expect to 
carefully consider the state of development of this technology in considering options for BACT. 

There is genuine concern from the domestic oil and gas industries, from entities operating 
at the wellhead to pipeline operators, processing plants, and refiners, that they will be 
severely disadvantaged in the world marketplace by stationary source regulations. Can 
you characferizehow these regulations will translate into costs for these industries? Has 
your agency analyzed or will you consider the impacts on competitiveness that these costs 
could have on these industries? 

The feasibility and commercial availability of a technology are certainly analyzed in any BACT 
process, and both feasibility and commercial availability are relevant to competitiveness. 



Comprehensive clean energy legislation must ensure a robust US manufacturing base for 
clean energy production, invest in US research and development of new clean energy 
technologies, and mitigate costs to energy-intensive and trade-exposed industries. IfEPA 
regulates GHGs for stationary sources, what are the direct and indirect cost implications 
for industrial sources of Clean Air Act prevention of significant deterioration (PSD) 
regulations? Has your agency analyzed or will you consider so-called "carbon leakage" 
and the competitiveness impacts of these costs on these industries? Will your agency public 
impact analyses on these critical issues prior to implementing the regulation? 

EPA has evaluated the impacts ofclean energy legislation on energy-intensive and trade-exposed 
industries as a part of our larger analysis of the Waxman-Markey bill (H.R. 2454) in June 2009. 
In addition, EPA participated in the Administration's interagency assessment of the implications 
of climate policy on U.S. competitiveness, titled "The Effects ofH.R. 2454 on International 
Competitiveness and Emission Leakage in Energy-Intensive Trade-Exposed Industries" 
(December 2009). The report shows that under the allowance allocations made available in H.R. 
2454 for the energy-intensive trade-exposed industries, the impact of comprehensive energy and 
climate legislation is effectively nil on the production costs for these industries. Even in the 
absence of the H.R. 2454 allowance allocations, these industries would bear only modest impacts 
on production costs (less than 3 percent increase) under an allowance price of$20 per ton. PSD 
costs would be only a small factor in the cost structure of the industry. Moreover, facilities in 
these sectors are already subject to PSD for other pollutants. 

How would a resolution striking down the endangerment finding affect EPA's ability to 
provide resources or technical expertise intended to address and adapt to climate change 
effects, including, but not limited to: Efforts to analyze climate and weather variability and 
its effects on agriculture, fisheries, species habitats, and coastal development among 
communities along the Gulf Coast and elsewhere; research programs related to climate 
change effects on mountain snowpack throughout the Pacific Coast and Mountain West 
regions; and the infrastructure, energy, and socioeconomic implications of relocating 
Alaska communities due to historically unprecedented coastal erosion? 

You raise a very significant question. EPA has not had time to determine the answer. EPA 
would certainly try to help those threatened communities even ifCongress vitiated the 
endangerment fmding. As of this writing, however. I cannot guarantee that enactment of such a 
resolution would have no negative impact on those efforts. 



Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 20108:12 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: To ClK Docket 090451 

Thank: you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
StaffAssistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.flus 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 4:12 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: To CLK Docket 090451 

Customer correspondence 
-----Original Message----
From: Consumer Contact 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 3:44 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: To CLK Docket 090451 

Copy on file, see 941101C. DH 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 201011:13 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

1 
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-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Monday, May 03, 201 0 10:57 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Hugh Calderwood 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 386-462-3229 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

I recommend denial of the biomass plant in Alachua county. I can see the day when easily avaiable wood will 

cease and require farther distances to feed the kettle esp if other biomass plants come on line. This will increase 

costs to generate electricity. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 8:11 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
StaffAssistant 
Office ofCommission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@p~c.state.fl.us 
Phone: 850-4l3-6094 

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. 

From: Ruth McHargue 
sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 4: 15 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: To ClK Docket 090451-Response requested 

customer correspondence 

From: Diane Hood 
sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 3:42 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: To ClK Docket 090451-Response requested 

These have been put into the system with EM858, docket number 090451 and PR-69 as close out code. DH 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20108:10 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl. us] 

Sent: Monday, May 03,2010 7:06 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: gator67fop@aol.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

~ame: Jeff McJ\dams 

Company: Fraternal Order of Police 

Primary Phone: 352376-1629 

Secondary Phone: 352258-9211 

Email: gator67fop@aol.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Dear PSC Commissioners, 


Please allow this email to confirm that I am not in support of the proposed Gainesville Regional Utilities Bio 

Mass plant partnership. I currently represent nearly 400 members, many who receive their electricity from 

GRU. Let me be clear, we are in favor of clean energy alternatives so long as it is not a major gamble to the rate 

payers. I have followed the proposed bio mass proposal and there is clearly too much risk of higher fees to the 

consumer to allow this plant. 


The rate payers of GRU are paying some of the highest utility rates in the state, now is not the time to burden 

them with additional cost. 


Please vote this proposal down. 


Thank You, 


Jeff McJ\dams 

President, Gator Lodge 67, FOP 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20108:10 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.f1.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1.us] 

Sent: Sunday, May 02,20107:46 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Bradley VanRiper 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: pillsandpolice@cox.net 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

I would like the PSC to deny Gainesville's attempt to build a BioMass Plant. Our utility rates are already 

outrageous and this plant will only serve to increase them even more. Most citizens in Gainesville do NOT 

want the Biomass Plant, yet our commishiners have forced it upon us because they think we are too stupid to 

know what we want. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 20101:15 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.flus [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 1: 11 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: gator67fop@aol.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Jeff McAdams 

Company: Gator Lodge 67, FOP 

Primary Phone: 352 376-1629 

Secondary Phone: 352258-9211 

Email: gator67fop@aol.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

Madam Chair & Commissioner, 


This is my second electronic communication to the PSC today asking you to vote down the proposed bio mass 

plant partnership between the City of Gainesville and American Renewables. 

I have listened online to the comments by all the speakers at today's meeting. I would asked that before you 

make your decision, that you reflect back on the comments by everyone and take into account how many people 

who spoke, and did so on behalf ofthe citizens and rate payers that would be impacted. 

I counted 13 individuals who testified before you, they did so as special interest groups that would benefit 

financially_ Don't get me wrong, job creation is great, but it is my understanding that you are not charged with 

considering the financial impact, except for to the rate payers. 

In concluding, I want to applaud your efforts in voting down rate increases to the citizens ofFlorida by private 

utilities. Now, you have a rare chance to protect the citizens of Gainesville. Please judge this bio mass proposal 

by the same standard you would other utility request for rate increases. 


Thank you, 

Jeff McAdams 

President 

Gator Lodge 67, FOP 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 20101:15 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.f1.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.f1. us] 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 1 :02 PM 
To: Webmaster 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 

Contact Information: 
Name: Harold Wise 
Company: 
Primary Phone: 
Secondary Phone: 
Email: rgrharrywise@yahoo.com 


Response requested? Yes 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Please vote NO on the Biomass plant. 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 03,20108:34 AM FPSC,CLK-CORRESPONDENCE 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement "_Admlnl6tratJve_p~"JG3~Con.urr• .,r 
Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite DOCUMENT NO. \ \ 3l5· A'} 
Subject: RE: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL DISTRIBUTION: -----

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Monday, May 03,20108:33 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

Please place in docket 090451. 

From: Dick Stokes [mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net] 
Sent: Sunday, May 02, 2010 8:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

-------- Original Message -------
Subject: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

Date: Sun, 2 May 201013:36:48 -0400 
From:Biomass Truth <biomasstruth@c;omcast.net> 

To:,Charlie.Crist@MyFlorida.com 
CC:oelrich, steve. web@flsenate.gov, Charles. Chestnut@myfloridahouse.gov, 

~C~etul@mvfloridahouse.gov, Jeff,Kottkamp@MyFlorida.com, 
michaeLsole@dep.st<3,te.fl.us, commissioner@doacs.state.fl.us, 
statesurgeongeneral@doh.st&te.fl.us, peggy~kassees@myflori4a.com, pagem@doacs.state,tl.us, 
racklea@doI!Gs.state.fl.us, lisa _conti@doh.state.fl.us, k~ndra goff@doh.stl3,:te.fl.us 

Office of Governor Charlie Crist 
State of Florida 
PL-05 The Capitol 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0001 
May 2, 2010 
Dear Governor Crist: 

As we all witness the greatest North American environmental disaster of our lifetime in our own back yard, we wonder 
out loud what it would take for the governments federal, state, county and city to start carrying out the public mandate 
of protecting the precious environment that delicately hangs in the balance. To every onlooker, it is painfully obvious that 
this ecological catastrophe could only have happened due to willful negligence, pervasive corruption, and blatant 
complicity with the oil drilling companies concerned on the part of the US Government. 
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This is not why we are writing to you today. We are equally concerned about the same type of behavior by the State of 
Florida regarding the cavalier siting of biomass incinerators throughout the State of Florida. We can all view the oil slick 
in the Gulf, smell the pungent odor of petroleum, and feel for the many seabirds coated with black, filmy goo. We cannot, 
however, see the extremely dangerous pollutants that would be routinely emitted from a 100 megawatt biomass incinerator 
like the one under consideration for Gainesville, FL. We especially cannot foresee just how profound and myriad the 
assaults to human and environmental health, which these "regulated" hazardous air pollutants would commit on a daily 
basis. 

Governor Crist, how many more citizens in the cities and counties across Florida need to voice their adamant and fierce 
opposition to these plants, based on scientific data and information furnished by the biomass companies themselves, for 
you to understand the enormity of this looming human health calamity? 

Biomass incinerator proposals have now been terminated in South Tallahassee, Liberty County and Gretna, FL. The 
DEP Air Permit Application was recently withdrawn for the incinerator proposed for Port St Joe due to incorrect 
assumptions, false data and incomplete information filed by NW FL Renewable Energy Center. We sincerely hope that, 
with oil slicks soon to be coating the shores of our Emerald Coast beaches, you are more justifiably skeptical ofthese 
energy companies and their ill-conceived plans. As you always do, please: "Listen to the People." 

To date the medical community has spoken loud and clear about the numerous, serious and often chronic medical 
conditions, which would occur in the wake of the operation ofthese plants throughout Florida. The academic institutions 
have provided plenty of evidence that irrefutably demonstrates the multitude of adverse consequences to the local 
environments and Florida ecosystems. The legal experts have shown the liabilities and risks that will inevitably occur with 
energy development of this nature, particularly in those populated areas which have already been the victims of multi
generational environmental racism. 

As we scan the map ofFlorida and evaluate all the locales where these plants are being sited, it is clear that there is a 
direct violation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act in many of them. Therefore, class action lawsuits are being prepared in 
jurisdictions across the State very clearly delineating the points oflaw (pursuant to statutory EPA regulatory guidance), 
which, by legal necessity, must be adhered to in order to ensure environmental justice. 

The economically depressed towns and cities that are often preyed upon by these corporate vultures will no longer 
tolerate this pattern ofcomplete and total disregard of human life and environmental sustainability. The bait of twenty-five 
jobs for the poor souls who will inescapably suffer ill health for the duration of their lifetimes before succumbing to 
premature death is no longer attractive. Nor are the tax abatements that would drain the coffers of these impoverished 
communities for years to come. And in the fraudulent case of the Gainesville debacle, the taxpayers will no longer be 
duped into a scheme of paying more for their own electricity than the existing alternatives currently provide. 

It is important to note that, as the PSC considers this attempted assault on the Gainesville community, there are some 
very serious and fateful issues that must be addressed, lest the governments state, county and city - be held in contempt 
by the concerned citizens, taxpayers and voters. The following points of information recently appeared in the Gainesville 
Sun: 

"The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would burn two tons of wood per minute and would spew 
almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The estimated 2 billion pounds ofC02 every year would accelerate 
global warming." 

"An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious air pollution, cause traffic 
problems and be a fmandal burden for taxpayers to maintain local roads." 

"The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other greenhouse gases are a danger to 
public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add pollution to our air or deplete our potable water resources." 

"Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees reduces the amount of C02 absorbed 
by trees and taken out of the atmosphere." 

"We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels of C02 to prevent serious global consequences. Biomass 
burning power plants will only accelerate climate change." 
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Governor Crist, may we remind you once again of your executive orders concerning greenhouse gases issued in 2007? 
As we have previously written to you, "We would hope that the Department of Environmental Protection will start 
complying with these directives concerning air quality and carbon impacts. To date, they have clearly violated this 
mandate and shirked their responsibility to the residents of this State, as have the FL Department ofHealth and the 
Department of Agriculture. We request that rulemaking proceedings be initiated to regulate carbon dioxide from these 
incinerators consistent with your Executive Orders 07-126,07-127 and 07-128, and that state subsidies be withheld from 
all biomass incinerators, both future and already constructed." 

Very sincerely, 

Florida League of Conservation Voters 
Environmental Alliance of North Florida 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
HOPE (Help Our Polluted Environment) in Taylor County 
Healthcare Professionals for Clean Environment 
Coalition Against Chemical Trespass 
Concerned Citizens of Alachua County 
Concerned Citizens of Leon County 
Concerned Citizens of Gadsden County 
Concerned Citizens of Gulf County 
Cc: The Honorable Bill Nelson 

The Honorable George LeMieux 

Senator Steve Oelrich 

Representative Charles S. Chestnut IV 

Representative Larry Cretul 

JeffKottkamp, Lieutenant Governor 

Robert Wheeler, General Counsel 

Kathy Mears, Deputy Chiefof Staff 

Melinda Miguel, Chief Inspector General 

Pat Gleason, Special Counsel for Open Government 

Warren Davis, Director of Citizens Services 

Michael W. Sole, Secretary, Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

Charles H. Bronson, Commissioner, Florida Department of Agriculture 

Ana M. Viamonte Ross, State Surgeon General, Florida Department ofHealth 

Pegeen Hanrahan, Mayor, Gainesville, FL 

Thomas Hawkins, Commissioner 

Henry Scherwin, Commissioner 

Lauren Poe, Commissioner 

Jack Donovan, Commissioner 

Craig Lowe, Commissioner 

Jeanna Mastrodicasa, Commissioner 

Russ Blackburn, Gainesville City Manager 

Cynthia Moore Chestnut, Chair, Alachua County Commission 

Mike Byerly, Commissioner 

Rodney J. Long, Commissioner 

Paula M. Delaney, Commissioner 

Lee Pinkoson, Commissioner 

Randall H. Reid, Alachua County Manager 

Editor, The Gainesville Sun 

Editor, Tallahassee Democrat 

Editor, Miami Herald 

Editor, St. Petersburg Times 

Editor, Orlando Sentinel 

Editor, Palm Beach Post 

Editor, Florida Times Union 

Editor, Pensacola News Journal 

Tim Croft, Editor, The Star 

Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., Of Counsel, Levin, Papantonio, Thomas, Mitchell, P.A. 
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Ann Cole 
'~'~W"f)~~t2y~t:~,t:~ 

Ann Cole FPSC; ClK .. CORRESPONDENCEFrom: 
AdmlnI6wtht·e_.Pal'tiu_ vtonlurm:;r Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 8:33 AM 


To: Office of Commissioner Klement DOCUMENT NO. , l ::> \ 'l!lo - ec;, 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission SUitPISTRIBUTION: ----- 

Subject: RE: Request to vote no 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Monday, May 03/ 20108:33 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Request to vote no 

Please place in docket 090451. 

From: Jake Fuller [mailto:jakefuller08@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 02/ 201010:17 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Stevens; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: Request to vote no 

Commissioners: 

Please deny the city of Gainesville's request for a 100-watt biomass plant. Our city does not need the 
additional power until 2023; and locking the ratepayers into a 30-year contract would be irresponsible 
when technology is rapidly advancing. A biomass plant could easily be obsolete technology in the near 
future. 

Thank you, 

Jake Fuller 
2617 NW 34th Terrace 
Gainesville, FL 32605 
352-375-3878 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 8:29 AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

Tracking: Recipient 

Office of Commissioner Skop 

Read 

Read: 5/3/2010 8:29 AM 

FPSC, ClK " CORRESPONDENCE 
.._Admlnl"tratl\o·o_Pat~Oi_vi:on.umtr 

Commissioners Advisors 

Administrative Assistants Commission Suite 

DOCUMENT NO. 113\;0-0'\ 
DISTRIBUTION: ______ 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 09045 I-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 8:27 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 0904S1-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: Dick Stokes [mailto:rastokes@atlantic.net] 
sent: Sunday, May 02,20108:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner SkoPi Office of Commissioner Stevensi Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

-------- Original Message --------
SUbject: 100 MW Biomass Incinerator Proposed for Gainesville FL 

Date:Sun, 2 May 2010 13:36:48 -0400 
From:Biomass Truth <biomasstruth@coIrtcastnet> 

To:Charlie.Crist@MyFloricll:!.QQm 
CC:oelrich.stt,::.ve. web@flsenate.gov, Charles.Chestnut@myflm:icl!l.house.gov, 

Larry.C:r:etu!@myflQridahQuse.gov, Jeff.Kottk!l.illP@MyFlorida.com, 
rnichaeLsole@dep.state.fl.us, comrnissioner@doacs.state.fl.us, 
stateSlJrgt,::Qngeneral@doh.state.fl.us, peggy .kassees@myflQdcl~.com, pagem@do!l.cs.state.fl.us, 
f.!iCklea@doacs.statt,::.fl.us, lisa conti@doh.st!l.tt,::,n.!lli, kendra goff@dob.state.fl.1).~ 

Office of Govemor Charlie Crist 
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State of Florida 
PL-05 The Capitol 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0001 
May 2,2010 
Dear Governor Crist: 

As we all witness the greatest North American environmental disaster of our lifetime in our own back yard, we wonder 
out loud what it would take for the governments federal, state, county and city to start carrying out the public mandate 
of protecting the precious environment that delicately hangs in the balance. To every onlooker, it is painfully obvious that 
this ecological catastrophe could only have happened due to willful negligence, pervasive corruption, and blatant 
complicity with the oil drilling companies concerned on the part of the US Government. 

This is not why we are writing to you today. We are equally concerned about the same type of behavior by the State of 
Florida regarding the cavalier siting of biomass incinerators throughout the State of Florida. We can all view the oil slick 
in the Gulf, smell the pungent odor of petroleum, and feel for the many seabirds coated with black, filmy goo. We cannot, 
however, see the extremely dangerous pollutants that would be routinely emitted from a 100 megawatt biomass incinerator 
like the one under consideration for Gainesville, FL. We especially cannot foresee just how profound and myriad the 
assaults to human and environmental health, which these "regulated" hazardous air pollutants would commit on a daily 
basis. 

Governor Crist, how many more citizens in the cities and counties across Florida need to voice their adamant and fierce 
opposition to these plants, based on scientific data and information furnished by the biomass companies themselves, for 
you to understand the enormity of this looming human health calamity? 

Biomass incinerator proposals have now been terminated in South Tallahassee, Liberty County and Gretna, FL. The 
DEP Air Permit Application was recently withdrawn for the incinerator proposed for Port St Joe due to incorrect 
assumptions, false data and incomplete information filed by NW FL Renewable Energy Center. We sincerely hope that, 
with oil slicks soon to be coating the shores of our Emerald Coast beaches, you are more justifiably skeptical of these 
energy companies and their ill-conceived plans. As you always do, please: "Listen to the People." 

To date the medical community has spoken loud and clear about the numerous, serious and often chronic medical 
conditions, which would occur in the wake of the operation of these plants throughout Florida. The academic institutions 
have provided plenty of evidence that irrefutably demonstrates the multitude of adverse consequences to the local 
environments and Florida ecosystems. The legal experts have shown the liabilities and risks that will inevitably occur with 
energy development of this nature, particularly in those populated areas which have already been the victims of multi
generational environmental racism. 

As we scan the map of Florida and evaluate all the locales where these plants are being sited, it is clear that there is a 
direct violation ofTitle VI of the Civil Rights Act in many of them. Therefore, class action lawsuits are being prepared in 
jurisdictions across the State very clearly delineating the points of law (pursuant to statutory EPA regulatory guidance), 
which, by legal necessity, must be adhered to in order to ensure environmental justice. 

The economically depressed towns and cities that are often preyed upon by these corporate vultures will no longer 
tolerate this pattern of complete and total disregard of human life and environmental sustainability. The bait of twenty-five 
jobs for the poor souls who will inescapably suffer ill health for the duration of their lifetimes before succumbing to 
premature death is no longer attractive. Nor are the tax abatements that would drain the coffers of these impoverished 
communities for years to come. And in the fraudulent case ofthe Gainesville debacle, the taxpayers will no longer be 
duped into a scheme of paying more for their own electricity than the existing alternatives currently provide. 

It is important to note that, as the PSC considers this attempted assault on the Gainesville community, there are some 
very serious and fateful issues that must be addressed, Jest the governments - state, county and city be held in contempt 
by the concerned citizens, taxpayers and voters. The following points of information recently appeared in the Gainesville 
Sun: 

"The proposed 100 MW tree burning "biomass" power plant would bum two tons of wood per minute and would spew 
almost twice as much carbon dioxide as the coal plant. The estimated 2 billion pounds ofC02 every year would accelerate 
global warming." 

"An estimated 1,225 large diesel trucks delivering wood weekly would add very serious air pollution, cause traffic 
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problems and be a [mandai burden for taxpayers to maintain local roads." 

"The Environmental Protection Agency has concluded that carbon dioxide and five other greenhouse gases are a danger to 
public health and welfare. Gainesville should not add pollution to our air or deplete our potable water resources." 

"Burning wood increases the amount of C02 in the atmosphere. Cutting down trees reduces the amount of C02 absorbed 
by trees and taken out of the atmosphere." 

"We have less than a decade to rein in the increasing levels of C02 to prevent serious global consequences. Biomass 
burning power plants will only accelerate climate change." 

Governor Crist, may we remind you once again of your executive orders concerning greenhouse gases issued in 20071 
As we have previously written to you, "We would hope that the Department ofEnvironmental Protection will start 
complying with these directives concerning air quality and carbon impacts. To date, they have clearly violated this 
mandate and shirked their responsibility to the residents of this State, as have the FL Department of Health and the 
Department of Agriculture. We request that rulemaking proceedings be initiated to regulate carbon dioxide from these 
incinerators consistent with your Executive Orders 07-126, 07-127 and 07-128, and that state subsidies be withheld from 
all biomass incinerators, both future and already constructed." 

Very sincerely, 

Florida League of Conservation Voters 
Environmental Alliance of North Florida 
Floridians Against Incinerators In Disguise 
HOPE (Help Our Polluted Environment) in Taylor County 
Healthcare Professionals for Clean Environment 
Coalition Against Chemical Trespass 
Concerned Citizens of Alachua County 
Concerned Citizens of Leon County 
Concerned Citizens of Gadsden County 
Concerned Citizens of Gulf County 
Cc: The Honorable Bill Nelson 

The Honorable George LeMieux 
Senator Steve Oelrich 
Representative Charles S. Chestnut IV 
Representative Larry Cretul 
Jeff Kottkamp, Lieutenant Governor 
Robert Wheeler, General Counsel 
Kathy Mears, Deputy Chief of Staff 
Melinda Miguel, ChiefInspector General 
Pat Gleason, Special Counsel for Open Government 
Warren Davis, Director of Citizens Services 
Michael W. Sole, Secretary, Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
Charles H. Bronson, Commissioner, Florida Department of Agriculture 
Ana M. Viamonte Ross, State Surgeon General, Florida Department of Health 
Pegeen Hanrahan, Mayor, Gainesville, FL 
Thomas Hawkins, Commissioner 
Henry Scherwin, Commissioner 
Lauren Poe, Commissioner 
Jack Donovan, Commissioner 
Craig Lowe, Commissioner 
Jeanna Mastrodicasa, Commissioner 
Russ Blackburn, Gainesville City Manager 
Cynthia Moore Chestnut, Chair, Alachua County Commission 
Mike Byerly, Commissioner 
Rodney J. Long, Commissioner 
Paula M. Delaney, Commissioner 
Lee Pinkoson, Commissioner 
Randall H. Reid, Alachua County Manager 
Editor, The Gainesville Sun 
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Editor, Tallahassee Democrat 

Editor, Miami Herald 

Editor, St. Petersburg Times 

Editor, Orlando Sentinel 

Editor, Palm Beach Post 

Editor, Florida Times Union 

Editor, Pensacola News Journal 

Tim Croft, Editor, The Star 

Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., Of Counsel, Levin, Papantonio, Thomas, Mitchell, P.A. 


Text inserted by Panda IS 2008: 

This message has NOT been classified as spam. If it is unsolicited mail (spam), click on the following 
link to reclassify it: It is S:R<'Wl! 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 


Sent: Monday, May 03,20108:29 AM 


To: Office of Commissioner Skop 


Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 


Subject: RE: Request to vote no 


FPSC, CLK < CORRESPONDENCETracking: Recipient Read 
._Admlni6tratJvo_P;nral3~_v6on,um~rOffice of Commissioner Skop Read: 5/3/20108:30 AM 

DOCUMENT NO. ,\ ~ \:3 ... 09Commissioners Advisors 

D!STRIBUTION: ____Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 09045l-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, May 03, 20108:28 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: Request to vote no 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 0904S1-EM 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: Jake Fuller [mailto:jakefuller08@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 02,2010 10:17 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of 
Commissioner Stevens; Office of Commissioner Klement 
Subject: Request to vote no 

Commissioners: 

Please deny the city of Gainesville's request for a IOO-watt biomass plant. Our city does not need the 
additional power until 2023; and locking the ratepayers into a 30-year contract would be irresponsible 
when technology is rapidly advancing. A biomass plant could easily be obsolete technology in the near 
future. 

Thank you, 

lake Fuller 
2617 NW 34th Terrace 
Gainesville, FL 32605 
352-375-3878 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 

Sent: Monday, April 26, 20109:20 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco 

Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

Attachments: FW: My contact; FW: My contact; RE: My contact 

Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be placed 
in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@Psc.state.fl.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 4:24 PM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco 
Subject: FW: Protest to docket 090451 

customer correspondence 

From: Angie calhoun 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 20103:16 PM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: Protest to docket 090451 

These have been entered as protests in CATS. 

4/26/2010 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 20109:12 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl. us] 

Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 9:01 AM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Robert Krames 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-328-5343 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: robert@robertkrames.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

Please stop the Bio Mass plant from being built here in Gainesville. It's a bad deal and it will destroy our local 

economy. Our rates are already too much of a burden. 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, April 23. 2010 9:41 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto :contact@psc.state.fl. us] 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 9:15 AM 
To: Webmaster 
Cc: susanwalker@mmparrish.com 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 

Contact Information: 
Name: Susan Walker 
Company: none 
Primary Phone: 352-377-8848 
Secondary Phone: 
Email: susanwalker@mmparrish.com 

Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

NO! I do NOT want a biomass plant in Alachua County. Our energy rates are too high now! 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 1:12 PM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 1: 11 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Cc: mason.alley@gmail.com 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Mason Alley 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-505-0872 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: mason.a11ey@gmai1.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? Yes 


Comments: 

I am a resident of Gainesville, FL and a GRU customer. I am VERY OPPOSED to our city commission's 

current efforts to create a bio-mass facility. I thank: the PSC for their current refusal to allow the City of 

Gainesville to move forward on this project and strongly encourage you to continue to DISALLOW all 

permission at a state level. For the reasons your committee found -- unneeded capacity and unknown future 

costs to consumers, in addition to a restrictive 30-year contract with a start-up company which has little 

experience and is unable to self-fund this project -- the citizens of Gainesville need protection from your office 

in this matter. 


Thank: you for your continued votes AGAINST the GRU bio-mass plant. 


Mason Alley 

Gainesville FL 

352-505-0872 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2010 10:06 AM 

To: Cristina Slaton 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: REply [2]: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Thanks, Cristina. We will place this information in Docket No. 090451-EM 

From: Cristina Slaton 
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2010 10:02 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: RE: REply [2]: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Ann, 

Sorry for the typo - I meant 090451. 

From: Ann Cole 
Sent: Tuesday, April 20,2010 9:59 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 
Subject: RE: REply [2]: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in 
Docket No, 900451-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2010 9:42 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: REply [2]: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 900451-EM. 

Thanks, 
Cristina 

From: David Mitchell Basker [mallto:basker@cox.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 6:09 PM 
To: KELLY.JR; Curt Kiser 
Cc: Office of Commissioner Klement; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of 
Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Dian Deevey; Paula Stahmer; Richard Selwach 
Subject: REply [2]: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Dear Mr. Kelly - I am most appreciative for the courte$ypf your 
prompt andGQrnprehensive reply. 

4/20/2010 
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By copy I will continue to address our constitutional and procedural questions to our 
PSC General Counsel Mr. Kiser, 
to wit: Irrespective of an ability to add to the volume of public comments and 
respectfully as more efficacious yet; Would our interveners and/or citizens aggrieved 
have legal standing to file preliminary motions before the PSC to address our 
constitutional questions -and/or- to also move the PSC for a continuance until after the 
legislature and governor have determined House Bill 725 to a finality given 
that promulgation could affect jurisdiction in the above referenced case if the less 
than 45% population criteria is applicable to Gainesville I GRU ? 

Thank you both very much ! 

dMb 


cc: Curt Kiser, Esq. General Counsel 
Dian Deveey & Paula Stahmer, Esq. Interveners 

Mr. Richard Selwach 


-----Original Message----
From: KELLYJR (mailto:KELLYJR@leg.state.f1.us] 
Sent: MondaYI April 19, 20104:46 PM 
To: 'David Mitchell Basker' 
Subject: RE: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Mr. Basker -1 received your email below concerning the proposed biomass p.lant by GRU and will 
attempt to answer your questions. 

First, our office was created in 1974 to represent ratepayers of utilities that fall within the jurisdiction 
of the Florida Public Service Commission ("PSC"). We are a Legislative office. We do not intervene 
in all matters because of limited resources. The PSC, by comparison, has almost 20 employees for 
each employee at the Office of Public Counsel. However, we do intervene in all major rate case 
proceedings filed by the investor owned utilities in Florida. 

As the Florida Legislature has for the most part exempted from PSC jurisdiction utilities that are 
owned by municipalities and cooperatives, historically we have no involvement in the ratemaking 
process for those utilities. It is my understanding that the reasons for exempting these entities from 
PSC jurisdiction was because the ratepayers of government-owned utilities are adequately represented 
by their elected officials, and the ratepayers of cooperatives, by del1nition, own their utility. 
Regarding your concern that citizens who are served by GRU outside of Gainesville city limits have 
no representation, there are several municipal-owned utilities similarly situated; that is, they serve both 
customers within and outside the city limits. I recommend you contact your local state Senator or 
Representative I'egarding concems in this area as this is purely a Legislative issue. In fact, there is a 
bill tiled in the Legislature this year (House Bill 725) that would make municipal-owned utilities that 
have less than 45% of its total retail electric customers at physical addresses located within the 
municipality'S corporate boundaries subject to PSC jurisdiction. Here is the link to that bill: 

http://wwvy .flsenate,gov / dataisessionl2Q I 0/Holl~Jbills/bi1ltextlpdf(h072500,pQf. 

In those limited matters involving utilities owned by municipalities and cooperative that fall under the 
PSC, the PSC staff have historically done a good job of identifying and analyzing the pertinent issues 
pertaining to a particular case in accordance with Florida Statutes, similar to the proposed biomass 
plant in Docket #090541. We are not aware of any petition filed in regard to enjoining the PSC from 
going forward to exercise its authority to render a decision based upon the power bestowed by the 
Legislature. Note, the Florida Legislature vests the PSC with the jurisdiction to decide whether a 
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"need" is walTanted for a new plant to generate electricity. In Chapter 366, Florida Statutes, the 
Legislature states it is in the public interest to promote the development of renewable energy 
resources. 

With respect to the current GRU biomass docket, the PSC will allow any and all public comments. 
Any consumer may tiletheir comments and/or pertinent materials directly with the PSC, and this 
information will be made a part of the official record and will be considered by the Commissioners in 
rendering a decision. Simply submit the information to the Clerk's office under the Docket #090451. 
Such information may also be submitted electronically. 

Also, there is another bill pending in this year's Legislative Session that would require the PSC to 
grant any need determination that is currently under consideration as of the effective date of the bill. 
That bill is Senate bill 992 and the link is: 

htlP-:I/www.flsenate.gov/data/session/2010/Senate/biIIslamendl1lcnts Com/n<Jf/sb0992AM369040.pdf. 

J hope this sufliciently addresses your inquiries. 

JR 

,I.R. Kelly 

Office of Public Counsel 

III West Madison Street 

Room 812 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

850-488-9330 

850-487-6419 Fax 


From: David Mitchell Basker [mailto:basker@cox.net] 

Sent: Saturday, April 17, 2010 4:12 AM 

To: KELLYJR 

Cc: Paula Stahmer; Dian Deevey; Don Marsh; Bestpawn1 

Subject: PUBUC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass - constitutional violations? 


To: James Ray Kelly, Esquire 

Florida Office ofPublic Counsel 

111 W Madison St Rm 812 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-6588 


Re: No. 0904S1-EM GRU 1Biomass application 

Dear Mr. Kelly, 

After reading about your office, Public Counsel at www.floridaoPUQv/about.~fm and in 
the interest of due diligence with regard to the above referenced case, I write to 
inquire preliminarily with respect to whether any litigation, ruling, order or decision, 
etc. has ever addressed the question about any alleged disparity of citizens' rights being 
diminished given the fact that liThe Public Counsel does not pursue cases regarding utilities 
owned by local governments or cooperatives, ... II thus to have alleged offense against 
their customers' rights otherwise secured by the Equal Protection and/or Due Process 
clause of the United States and/or Florida Constitutions? 

Secondarily please advise regarding whether any person or entity has ever filed a petition 
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in that regard that also prayed for injunctive relief to enjoin the PSC from going forward 
with a decision that was alleged to irreversibly impact citizen consumer 
taxpayers envisioned to be served in a negative manner by a municipal or cooperative 
owned utility's proposed expansion as presently alleged to be found pending by the GRU 
Biomass application? Parenthetically, many irregularities are alleged to obtain, 
e.g., a near-total lack ofprior public information, as here when the contractual terms were 
not even publicly disclosed until one week after the contract was signed. Respectfully, 
interaction by a Public Counsel is a necessity that is beyond obvious. 

Moreover, gtizens who are served by GRU oytside of Gainesville City limits 
having ABSOLUTELY NO REPRESENTATION are harpooned in extremis. 
Accordingly even greater per se viol::ttiQns oftheirQQnstjtutional rights may be found to 
obtain by statute, i.e., a TOTAL lack ofparticipation by your office thus to offend more 
egregiously yet if a PSC decision obtains to the exclusion of any or all considerations of 
various disparate rights that may also be void ab initio for lack ofjurisdiction? 

May I respectfully suggest that it is entirely within your mandate to move the PSC to 
address these issues forthwith and sua sponte PLEASE and if so, hopefully the PSC 
will allow public comment and/or refer these questions to the legislature or for judicial 
review in the spirit of cooperation thus to avoid any protracted citizen 
litigation? Respectfully, there are no crucial pending time-lines for the instant application 
to be determined if a decision is held in abeyance for many months or even a few years 
and/or to open the public record for discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens 
aggrieved! 

lsI David Mitchell Basker {GRU customer} 
P.O. Box 357426 

Gainesville, FI 32635 


cc: Mesdames Deevey and Stahmer, Esq., Interveners 

4/20/2010 




Diamond Williams CAOli61 
From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 2:23 PM 
To: Ellen Plendl 
Subject: RE: email 

Thank: you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM. 

Thank: you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fl.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ellen Plendl 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 7:54 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: email 

Email received and response sent. 

Docket No. 090451-EM 
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Diamond Williams 

From: David Mitchell Basker [basker@cox.net] 

Sent: Saturday, April 17, 201011 :14 PM 

To: basker@cox.net 

Subject: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

TO - Public Service Commission 
Nancy Argenziano Commissioner.Argenziano@psc.state.fi.us 
Chainnan 

Lisa Polak Edgar CQJJJJJli~~JQ!!~r~E(b~~.r@p~~.!.s.tate.n..us 
Nathan A. Skop COIQJJlissi~tner.skQP@~c.state.fi.us 
David E. Klement .C.QPlmb~iQJl~r.Klem~.Qt@p~~.~t~te.n..g~ 
Ben A. Stevens In CJHQml~~.iQ!!er.Steye.Q~.@p"~~"~"~J~te.t1..us. 
S. Curtis Kiser, Esq. 

General Counsel Curt.kiser@hklaw.com 
Steven J. Stolting, Esq. 
Inspector General Sstoltin@ps~.~tate.fi.us 
Timothy J. Devlin 
Executive Director By fax: 850-487-1716 

Re: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass application 

Greeetings: 

Please be advised regarding my complaints expressed by email to James Ray Kelly, Esq. P
S-C Public Counsel of even date regarding constitutional infirmities perceived in the above 
referenced case thus to respectfully request that he move the PSC to address these issues 
forthwith and sua sponte such that if so, the PSC will allow public comment and/or refer 
these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in the spirit of cooperation thus to 
avoid any protracted citizen litigation given that there are no crucial pending time-lines for 
the instant application to be determined if a decision is held in abeyance for months or a few 
years and/or to open the public record for discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens 
aggrieved; as to which I also thank you in advance for the courtesy of your reply !, to wit: 

Dear Mr. Kelly, 

After reading about your office, Public Counsel at ww~flQridg..Q.p_Q.,gQ"yL.aQQytcfill and in 
the interest of due diligence with regard to the above referenced case, I write to inquire 
preliminarily with respect to whether any litigation, ruling, order or decision, etc. has ever 
addressed the question about any alleged disparity ofcitizens' rights being diminished given 
the fact that "The Public Counsel does not pursue cases regarding utilities owned by local 
governments or cooperatives, ... " thus to have alleged offense against their customers' rights 
otherwise secured by the Equal Protection and/or Due Process clause of the United States 
and/or Florida Constitutions? 
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Secondarily please advise regarding whether any person or entity has ever filed a petition 
in that regard that also prayed for injunctive relief to enjoin the PSC from going forward 
with a decision that was alleged to irreversibly impact citizen consumer taxpayers 
envisioned to be served in a negative manner by a municipal or cooperative owned utility's 
proposed expansion as presently alleged to be found pending by the GRU Biomass 
application? Parenthetically, many irregularities are alleged to obtain, e.g., a near-total lack 
ofprior public information, as here when the contractual terms were not even publicly 
disclosed until one week after the contract was signed. Respectfully, interaction by a Public 
Counsel is a necessity that is beyond obvious. 

Moreover, citizens who are served by GRU outside of Gainesville City limits having 
ABSOLUTEL Y NO REPRESENTATION are harpooned in extremis. Accordingly even 
greater per se violations oftheirconstitutional rights may be found to obtain by statute, i.e., 
a TOTAL lack of participation by your office thus to offend more egregiously yet if a PSC 
decision obtains to the exclusion of any or all considerations of various disparate rights that 
may also be void ab initio for lack of jurisdiction ? 

May I respectfully suggest that it is entirely within your mandate to move the PSC to 
address these issues forthwith and sua sponte PLEASE and if so, hopefully the PSC will 
allow public comment andlor refer these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in 
the spirit of cooperation thus to avoid any protracted citizen litigation? Respectfully, there 
are no crucial pending time-lines for the instant application to be determined if a decision is 
held in abeyance for many months or even a few years andlor to open the public record for 
discovery by the Public Counsel andl or citizens aggrieved! 

Thank you very much in advance for the favor ofyour return reply. 

lsi David Mitchell Basker { GRU customer} 
P.O. Box 357426 

Gainesville, FI 32635 


CC: 	Mesdames Deevey and Stahmer, Esq., Interveners 
Mr. Richard Selwach, Ombudsman privat pro bono publico 
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Diamond Williams 

From: Ellen Plendl 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 7:54 AM 
To: 'David Mitchell Basker' 
Subject: RE: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Mr. David Mitchell Basker 
basker@cox.net 

Dear Mr. Basker: 

This is in response to your inquiry with the Florida Public Service Commission (PSC) regarding Gainesville 
Regional Utilities and Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. 

You expressed your views about the joint petition to determine need for Gainesville Renewable Energy Center 
in Alachua County, by Gainesville Regional Utilities and Gainesville Renewable Energy Center. I will add your 
comments to the correspondence side of Docket No. 090451-EM regarding this matter. 

If you have any questions or concerns please call 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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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 8:43 AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Thank you, Cristina. This e-mail will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 0904S1-EM, on behalf of Commissioner Skop. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 20108:30 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to docket 090451 on behalf of Commissioner Skop as well. 

Thank you, 
Cristina 

From: David Mitchell Basker [mailto:basker@cox.net] 
Sent: Saturday, April 17, 2010 10:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of CommisSioner Argenziano; Office of 
Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Cc: Steven Stolting; curt.kiser@hklaw.comi Paula Stahmer; Dian Deevey; Richard Selwach 
Subject: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Nancy Argenziano {,:ommissioner.Ar2enzian()@psc.state.fl.us 
Chairman 
Lisa Polak Edgar ~ommissioner.Ed2ar@psc.state.fl.us 
Nathan A. Skop Commissioner.skop@psc.stDte.fl.us 
David E. Klement {,:olDmissioner.KI~ment@psc::.state.fl.us 
Ben A. Stevens III CODlmissioner.Stevells@psc.~tate.f1.u~ 
S. Curtis Kiser, Esq. 

General Counsel CUIt.kjser@hklaw.com 
Steven J. Stoiting, Esq. 
Inspector General Sstoltin@psc.state.fl.us 
Timothy J. Devlin 
Executive Director By fax: 850-487-1716 

Re: No. 090451-EM GRU I Biomass application 

Greeetings: 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 8:17 AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Klement 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 0904S1-EM GRU' Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 0904S1-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Klement 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2010 7:56 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass - constitutional violations? 

Please to docket 090451. 

From: David Mitchell Basker [mailto:basker@cox.net] 
Sent: Saturday, April 17, 2010 10:37 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Klement; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of 
Commissioner Stevens; Office Of Commissioner Edgar 
Cc: Steven Stolting; curt.kiser@hklaw.com; Paula Stahmer; Dian Deevey; Richard Selwach 
Subject: PUBLIC COUNSEL: No. 090451-EM GRU / Biomass - constitutional violations? 

TO - Public Service Commission -=-=_...... . ...... 

Nancy Argenziano CommissiQner.Argenziano@psc.state.f}.us 
Chairman 
Lisa Polak Edgar Commissioner .Edgar@psc.state.fl.us 
Nathan A. Skop Commbsioner.sIi,Q.P.@ruc.state.fl.us 
David E. Klement Comlllissioner.J{lement@psc.state,fl.us 
Ben A. Stevens III Coonnissioner.Stevens@psc.state.f1.us 
S. Curtis Kiser, Esq. 

General Counsel 
Steven J. Stolting, Esq. 
Inspector General S~ioltiQ@psc.state.fl.us 
Timothy J. Devlin 
Executive Director By fax: 850-487-1716 

Re: No. 0904S1-EM GRU I Biomass application 

Greeetings: 

Please be advised regarding my complaints expressed by email to James Ray Kelly, Esq. P
S-C Public Counsel of even date regarding constitutional infirmities perceived in the above 
referenced case thus to respectfully request that he move the PSC to address these issues 
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forthwith and sua sponte such that if so, the PSC will allow public comment and/or refer 
these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in the spirit of cooperation thus to 
avoid any protracted citizen litigation given that there are no crucial pending time-lines for 
the instant application to be determined if a decision is held in abeyance for months or a few 
years and/or to open the public record for discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens 
aggrieved; as to which I also thank you in advance for the courtesy of your reply!, to wit: 

Dear Mr. Kelly, 

After reading about your office, Public Counsel at www.florigaopc.gov/abo:yt.cfm and in 
the interest of due diligence with regard to the above referenced case, I write to inquire 
preliminarily with respect to whether any litigation, ruling, order or decision, etc. has ever 
addressed the question about any alleged disparity of citizens' rights being diminished given 
the fact that "The Public Counsel does not pursue cases regarding utilities owned by local 
governments or cooperatives, ... " thus to have alleged offense against their customers' rights 
otherwise secured by the Equal Protection and/or Due Process clause of the United States 
and/or Florida Constitutions? 

Secondarily please advise regarding whether any person or entity has ever filed a petition 
in that regard that also prayed for injunctive relief to enjoin the PSC from going forward 
with a decision that was alleged to irreversibly impact citizen consumer taxpayers 
envisioned to be served in a negative manner by a municipal or cooperative owned utility's 
proposed expansion as presently alleged to be found pending by the GRU Biomass 
application? Parenthetically, many irregularities are alleged to obtain, e.g.} a near-total lack 
of prior public information, as here when the contractual terms were not even publicly 
disclosed until one week after the contract was signed. Respectfully, interaction by a Public 
Counsel is a necessity that is beyond obvious. 

Moreover, citizens who are served by GRU outside of Gainesyille City limit~ having 
ABSOLUTELY NO REPRESENTATION are harpooned in extremis. Accordingly even 
greater per se violill:ionsoftheir constitutional rights may be found to obtain by statut~, i.e.} 
a TOTAL lack of participation by your office thus to offend more egregiously yet if a PSC 
decision obtains to the exclusion of any or all considerations ofvarious disparate rights that 
may also be void ab initio for lack ofjurisdiction? 

May I respectfully suggest that it is entirely within your mandate to move the PSC to 
address these issues forthwith and sua sponte PLEASE and if so, hopefully the PSC will 
allow public comment and/or refer these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in 
the spirit ofcooperation thus to avoid any protracted citizen litigation? Respectfully, there 
are no crucial pending time-lines for the instant application to be determined if a decision is 
held in abeyance for many months or even a few years and/or to open the public record for 
discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens aggrieved! 

Jha,nk you ve!YllliJch inlldvan<:;e for theJavor ofyour return reply. 

4119/2010 
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/s/ David Mitchell Basker { GRU customer} 
P.O. Box 357426 

Gainesville, FI 32635 


cc: 	Mesdames Deevey and Stahmer, Esq., Interveners 
Mr. Richard Selwach, Ombudsman privat pro bono publico 

4119/2010 
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Please be advised regarding my complaints expressed by email to James Ray Kelly, Esq. p_ 
S-C Public Counsel of even date regarding constitutional infirmities perceived in the above 
referenced case thus to respectfully request that he move the PSC to address these issues 
forthwith and sua sponte such that if so, the PSC will allow public comment and/or refer 
these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in the spirit of cooperation thus to 
avoid any protracted citizen litigation given that there are no crucial pending time-lines for 
the instant application to be determined if a decision is held in abeyance for months or a few 
years and/or to open the public record for discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens 
aggrieved; as to which I also thank you in advance for the courtesy of your reply!, to wit : 

Dear Mr. Kelly, 

After reading about your office, Public Counsel at www.floridaQP~Qy/about.cfm and in 
the interest of due diligence with regard to the above referenced case, I write to inquire 
preliminarily with respect to whether any litigation, ruling, order or decision, etc. has ever 
addressed the question about any alleged disparity ofcitizens' rights being diminished given 
the fact that "The Public Counsel does not pursue cases regarding utilities owned by local 
governments or cooperatives, ... " thus to have alleged offense against their customers' rights 
otherwise secured by the Equal Protection and/or Due Process clause of the United States 
and/or Florida Constitutions? 

Secondarily please advise regarding whether any person or entity has ever filed a petition 
in that regard that also prayed for injunctive relief to enjoin the PSC from going forward 
with a decision that was alleged to irreversibly impact citizen consumer taxpayers 
envisioned to be served in a negative manner by a municipal or cooperative owned utility's 
proposed expansion as presently alleged to be found pending by the GRU Biomass 
application? Parenthetically, many irregularities are alleged to obtain, e.g., a near-total lack 
of prior public information, as here when the contractual terms were not even publicly 
disclosed until one week after the contract was signed. Respectfully, interaction by a Public 
Counsel is a necessity that is beyond obvious. 

Moreover, ci!jzens who are~erved by GRllmoutside of Gainesville Citylimits having 
ABSOLUTELY NO REPRESENTATION are harpooned in extremis. Accordingly even 
greater per se violations of their cQl}stitutionauights may befoU119 to obtain by statute, i.e., 
a TOTAL lack of participation by your office thus to offend more egregiously yet if a PSC 
decision obtains to the exclusion ofany or all considerations of various disparate rights that 
may also be void ab initio for lack ofjurisdiction? 

May I respectfully suggest that it is entirely within your mandate to move the PSC to 
address these issues forthwith and sua sponte PLEASE and if so, hopefully the PSC will 
allow public comment and/or refer these questions to the legislature or for judicial review in 
the spirit of cooperation thus to avoid any protracted citizen litigation? Respectfully, there 
are no crucial pending time-lines for the instant application to be determined if a decision is 
held in abeyance for many months or even a few years and/or to open the public record for 

4/19/2010 
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discovery by the Public Counsel and/or citizens aggrieved! 

/s/ David Mitchell Basker { GRU customer} 
P.O. Box 357426 

Gainesville, Fl32635 


CC: 	 Mesdames Deevey and Stahmer, Esq., Interveners 
Mr. Richard Selwach, Ombudsman privat pro bono publico 

4119/2010 




Diamond Williams 

From: Diamond Williams 
Sent: Wednesday, April 14, 2010 8:29 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: RE: 090451 

Thank you for this infonnation. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence 
- Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451-EM 

Thank you, 

Diamond Williams 
Staff Assistant 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Email: diwillia@psc.state.fi.us 
Phone: 850-413-6094 

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. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Tuesday, April 13, 201010:33 AM 
To: Diamond Williams 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: 090451 

Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Consumer Contact 
Sent: Tuesday, April 13, 2010 9:32 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: FW: My contact 

Customer comment for docket 090451. 

It's been added to CATS 

Angie 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, Apri112, 2010 8:10 AM 
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To: Consumer Contact 

Subject: RE: My contact 


-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [ mailto:contact@psc.state.fl. us] 

Sent: Sunday, April 11, 2010 8:33 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Kim Setliff 

Company: 

Primary Phone: 352-375-7257 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: Setliff@aol.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

I would like to commend the PSC for thoroughly investigating GRU's request for the biomass plant. I have 

never liked the idea and am glad the PSC is on the consumer's side. There are too many "ifs". A lot can happen 

in 13 years and the projected growth is not foreseeable in this area for many years. There may be a more 

responsible way to "go green". It did sound good until one looked at the fuel necessary to transport the biomass, 

the damage to the roads and traffic. Thank you for looking at the big picture. 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Friday, April 02, 2010 3:23 PM 

To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Biomass Plant in Alachua County 

Attachments: NAACP _Biomass_Plant_Letter. pdf 

Thank you for this attachment, which has been printed. Unless otherwise instructed, this will be placed 
in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket No. 09045 I-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Sent: Friday, April 02, 20103:17 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Biomass Plant in Alachua County 

Please place the attached in the docket file for 090451-EM. 

From: Michael Bowie [mailto:naacpacb1@yahoo,com] 
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 10:39 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Cc: Consumer Contact; Rahkiah Brown; Cara Evans; Emily Browne; Evelyn Fox><; Harriet Ludwig; Joe Reaves; 
Josh Dickinson; Kimberly Owens; Michael Bowie; Diana McPherson; Marcus Monroe; Xavier Monroe; Jah 
NKwanda; Le'Asia Lundy; Yvonne Rawls 
Subject: Biomass Plant in Alachua County 

Dear Commissioner Argenziano, 

Please find attached a letter sent to the Gainesville City Commission addressing the Biomass Plant and 
concerns that the NAACP has about the development of a 100 m W facility. The time line of activities in 
reference to the Biomass Plant can be found at www.alachuaNAACP.blogspot.com. The docket number 
has been added to the letter. 

Michael 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 
Alachua County Branch 
National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People 
PO Box 593 
Gainesville, FL 32602 
E-mail: naacpacbl@yahoo.com 

4/2/2010 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 

ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 


ALACHUA COUNTY BRANCH 

P.O. Box 593 


GAINESVILLE, FL 32602 


March 1, 2010 

The Honorable Mayor Pegeen Hanrahan 
Members of the City Commission 
200 East University Avenue 
Gainesville, Florida 32601 

RE: Biomass Plant Concerns; Case Docket Number: 090451-EM 

Dear Mayor Hanrahan and Commissioners, 

The Alachua County Branch of the NAACP supports our State and National 
commitment to environmental stewardship and environmental justice. We also strongly 
support renewable energy programs. 

However, the proposed 100 MW biomass project raises serious questions. Why are we 
planning to build a multi-million dollar biomass plant when we do not need new 
generating capacity until 2023? Will GRU's customers share the cost of this plant as 
they do for the Feed in Tariff and other solar programs? Are cost estimates for biomass 
fuel valid given the growing number of competing users of biomass in our region? 

African Americans constitute a large percentage of the lower income population in 
Gainesville. It is important to note that lower income citizens pay a disproportionately 
large share of their income for energy. GRU's map of KWh consumption per square foot 
of residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy 
consumption and the distribution of lower income African-American population. 

It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the 
proposed biomass plant! 

Please withdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact me at naacpacb1@yahoo.com or (352) 273-4365. 
Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 

mailto:naacpacb1@yahoo.com


Ellen Plendl 

From: Michael Bowie [naacpacb1@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 29,201010:39 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Cc: Consumer Contact; Rahkiah Brown; Cara Evans; Emily Browne; Evelyn Foxx; Harriet Ludwig; 

Joe Reaves; Josh Dickinson; Kimberly Owens; Michael Bowie; Diana McPherson; Marcus 
Monroe; Xavier Monroe; Jah NKwanda; Le&#39;Asia Lundy; Yvonne Rawls 

Subject: Biomass Plant in Alachua County 

Attachments: 

NAACP_Biomas 
PlanCLetter.pdf 

Dear Commissioner ano, 

Please find attached a letter sent to the Gainesville City Commission addressing the 
Biomass Plant and concerns that the NAACP has about the of a 100 mW facility. 
The timeline of activities in reference to the Biomass Plant can be found at 
www.alachuaNAACP.blogspot.com. The docket number has been added to the letter. 

Michael 

Jr. Michael V. Bowie, President 
Alachua County Branch 
National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People 
PO Box 593 
Gainesville, FL 32602 
E-mail: naacpacbl@yahoo.com 

1 

mailto:naacpacbl@yahoo.com
http:www.alachuaNAACP.blogspot.com
mailto:naacpacb1@yahoo.com


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 

ADYANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 


ALACHUA COUNTY BRANCH 

P.O. Box 593 


GAINESVILLE, FL 32602 


March 1, 2010 

The Honorable Mayor Pegeen Hanrahan 
Members of the City Commission 
200 East University Avenue 
Gainesville, Florida 32601 

RE: Biomass Plant Concerns; Case Docket Number: 090451-EM 

Dear Mayor Hanrahan and Commissioners, 

The Alachua County Branch of the NAACP supports our State and National 
commitment to environmental stewardship and environmental justice. We also strongly 
support renewable energy programs. 

However, the proposed 100 MW biomass project raises serious questions. Why are we 
planning to build a multi-million dollar biomass plant when we do not need new 
generating capacity until 2023? Will GRU's customers share the cost of this plant as 
they do for the Feed in Tariff and other solar programs? Are cost estimates for biomass 
fuel valid given the growing number of competing users of biomass in our region? 

African Americans constitute a large percentage of the lower income population in 
Gainesville. It is important to note that lower income citizens pay a disproportionately 
large share of their income for energy. GRU's map of KWh consumption per square foot 
of residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy 
consumption and the distribution of lower income African-American population. 

It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the 
proposed biomass plant! 

Please withdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact me at naacpacb1@yahoo.com or (352) 273-4365. 
Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 

mailto:naacpacb1@yahoo.com


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 

ADV ANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 


ALACHUA COUNTY BRANCH 

P.O. Box 593 


GAINESVILLE, FL 32602 


March 1, 2010 

The Honorable Mayor Pegeen Hanrahan 
Members of the City Commission 
200 East University Avenue 
Gainesville, Florida 32601 

RE: Biomass Plant Concerns; Case Docket Number: 090451-EM 

Dear Mayor Hanrahan and Commissioners, 

The Alachua County Branch of the NAACP supports our State and National 
commitment to environmental stewardship and environmental justice. We also strongly 
support renewable energy programs. 

However, the proposed 100 MW biomass project raises serious questions. Why are we 
planning to build a multi-million dollar biomass plant when we do not need new 
generating capacity until 2023? Will GRU's customers share the cost of this plant as 
they do for the Feed in Tariff and other solar programs? Are cost estimates for biomass 
fuel valid given the growing number of competing users of biomass in our region? 

African Americans constitute a large percentage of the lower income population in 
Gainesville. It is important to note that lower income citizens pay a disproportionately 
large share of their income for energy. GRU's map of KWh consumption per square foot 
of residence shows a remarkable correlation between high per square foot energy 
consumption and the distribution of lower income African-American population. 

It is unjust for the poor of Gainesville to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of the 
proposed biomass plant! 

Please withdraw your support for this costly and risky biomass plant. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact me at naacpacb1@yahoo.com or (352) 273-4365. 
Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 

mailto:naacpacb1@yahoo.com


Ellen Plendl 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Michael Bowie [naacpacb1 @yahoo.com] 
Monday, March 29, 2010 10:39 PM 
Office of Commissioner Argenziano 
Consumer Contact; Rahkiah Brown; Cara Evans; Emily Browne; Evelyn Foxx; Harriet Ludwig; 
Joe Reaves; Josh Dickinson; Kimberly Owens; Michael Bowie; Diana McPherson; Marcus 
Monroe; Xavier Monroe; Jah NKwanda; Le&#39;Asia Lundy; Yvonne Rawls 
Biomass Plant in Alachua County 

Attachments: 

NAACP_Biomas 
PlanCLetter.pdf 

Dear Commissioner Argenziano, 

PLease find attached a etter sent to the Gainesville City Commission addressing the 

Hlornass Plant and concerns that the NAACP has about the development of a 100 ml"l faci i ty. 

The timeline of activities in reference to the Biomass Plant can be found at 

WW'd. alachuaNAACP. blogspot. com. The docket number has been added to the letter. 


Michael 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 
Alachua County Branch 
National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People 
PO Box 593 
Gainesville, FL 32602 
E-mail: naacpacbl@yahoo.com 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
COMMISSIONERS: DIVISION OF SERVICE, SAFETY & 
NANCY ARGENZIANO, CHAIRMAN CONSUMER ASSISTANCE 

LISA POLAK EDGAR DANIEL M. HOPPE, DIRECTOR 

NATHAN A. SKOP (850) 413-6480 
DAVID E. KLEMENT 
BE:N A. "STEVE" STEVENS III 

1FIuhli.c~nfriee {!lnmmi9fun 
March 31, 2010 

Dr. Michael V. Bowie, President 
Alachua County Branch 
l\ational Association for the 
Advancement ofColored People 
PO Box 593 
Gainesville, FL 32602 

RE: PSC Inquiry 934116C 

Dear Dr. Bowie: 

lbis is to acknowledge receipt of your letter to Chairman Nancy Argenziano, Florida 
Public Service Commission, regarding the Gainesville Renewable Energy Center. Given the 
nature of your concerns, Chairman Argenziano feels it would be appropriate for specialized 
staffof the Division of Service, Safety and Consumer Assistance to respond directly to you. 

You expressed a concern about the joint petition to detennine need for the Gainesville 
Renewable Energy Center in Alachua County, by Gainesville Regional Utilities and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. We appreciate your comments regarding the 
petition and will add your correspondence to Docket No. 090451-EM. 

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

SinCerelY~ 

&A1~~ 
Regulatory Program Administrator 
Division of Service, Safety & 
Consumer Assistance 

RR:mep 

CAPITAL CiRCLE OFFICE CENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD. TALLAU<\SSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative Action I Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.comlnternet E-mail: contact@psc.state.n.us 

mailto:contact@psc.state.n.us
http://www.floridapsc.comlnternet


State of Florida 

Jlublit~mrir:e <U_ 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER. 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399~0850 

-M -E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M

DATE: 	 March 30, 2010 

TO: 	 Ann Cole, Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Cle 

FROM: 	 Erik L. Sayler, Senior Attorney, Office of the General C u.t:h/ 
RE: 	 Docket No. 090451-EM - In Re: Joint petition to determine n~to;Gainesville 

Renewable Energy Center in Alachua County, by Gainesville Regional Utilities and 
Gainesville Renewable Energy Center, LLC. 

Please place the attached letter from Mr. Dickinson and his editorial into the 
correspondence side of the Docket file. 

ELS/th 
Attachment 
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THE FOREST MANAGEMENT TRUST 


Ms. Ann Cole 
Clerk of the Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Dear Ms. Cole, 

The enclosed editorial relates to a petition from Gainesville Regional Utilities now being 
considered by the Public Service Commission. 0 oJ.. tt tt c) q0 '!S I - Eil1 

It has been revealed to the PSC that GRU does not need new generating capacity before 2023. 
The year could when new capacity would be needed could be extended much longer ifGRU were 
to drop its marginally profitable wholesale sales to Alachua and Seminole. I understand the PSC 
has requested this information from GRU. 

In the Speaking Out editorial I document the massive competition developing for biomass in the 
region, the environmental damage that will result, and the lack ofeconomic benefit to non
industrial forest owners from biomass sales. 

Ifyou have any questions please communicate with me by email (josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net). 

egards.r-; . / . 
~.~~ 

oshua C. Dickinson 

cc: Erik Saylor 

6124 SW 30th AVENUE. GAINESVlU..E. FLORIDA 32608 • TEL: (352) 373-2377 • EMAIL: josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net 
DoMTAR EARTHCHOICE ® PAPER' 100% REcYCLED 

mailto:josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net
mailto:josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net


GAINESVILLE SUN MARCH 14,2010 
-.:...-..---:--------=--~--.:-:-----""----

SPEAK INGOU T I 

.\ ". . 

BioJUlSsenergythreatens woodlands 

'""'" ,',_.. \".', '- ' 

I"Hterput 
ofit;s 

tOma8s'plant 
a smaller one 

less· rLe(lut;t6e 
impact. 

dfo: 
.·.~eanwhileWe~L? --C:"'~'\':"":~ .•..• .. 

b\~znQre in.~~e~!eoflsC;!rV4;\~C!ll 
~~·efflcien<fY' 

.TqshDicfdn.8brtr tjf(;ai1U!$VilJe, 
~.cti.reqtOr (Jft~f,!.Fq~Bt ,Manage
n:wltt'l'rus~"(t;n,f!"prqJitdedi
C(lWito pi'qnxoti)lg$Ustainable,".. ~ - - - . .... . fiil.mily 



THE FOREST MANAGEMENT TRUST 

Ms. Ann Cole 

Clerk ofthe Florida Public Service Commission 

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 


Dear Ms. Cole, 

The enclosed editorial relates to a petition from Gainesville Regional Utilities now being 
considered by the Public Service Commission. Ootke,,1 -# O~O'i51- E'" 

It has been revealed to the PSC that GRU does not need new generating capacity before 2023. 
The year could when new capacity would be needed could be extended much longer if GRU were 
to drop its marginally profitable wholesale sales to Alachua and Seminole. I understand the PSC 
has requested this information from GRU.· 

In the Speaking Out editorial I document the massive competition developing for biomass in the 

region, the environmental damage that will result, and the lack ofeconomic benefit to non
industrial forest owners from biomass sales. 

Ifyou have any questions please communicate with me by email (josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net). 

With best regards,..-; "/ .... 
~- J?~;-(C/~--~

Vs'h6;;C.Dickinson . 

cc: Erik Saylor 

THE FOREST MANAGEMENT TRUST 


Joshua C. Dickinson, III 

6124 SW 30th Avenue 
Gainesvtlle, Florida 32608 

Tel.: (352) 373-2377 
Email: josh.foresttrust@earthUnk.net 

6124 SW 30th AVENUE. GAINESVILLE. FLoRIDA 32608. TEL: (352) 373-2377. EMAIL: josh.foresttrust@earthlink.net 
DOMTAR EARTHCHOICE ® PAPER' 100% REcYCLED 
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GAINESVILLE SUN MARCH 14,2010 
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FPSC, CLK ' CORRESPONDENCEFlorida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. ..._Admlnlstr.ltlv,_ParUoa I Conlumir 
Tallahassee, Florida 32339 DOCUMENT NO. 1/313-09 

DISTRIBUTION: ----_.Dear Commissioner Polak Edgar, 

As a customer of Gainesville Regional Utilities I write this letter to recommend denial of 
the proposed 100 megawatt biomass plant. Another presentation before the Commission 
is scheduled in mid-April, and I encourage you to ask probing questions about the 
assumptions made in the economic feasibility of this plant. I think the analysis is 
seriously flawed and threatens the long tenn profitability of the utility. GRU contributes 
substantially to the City of Gainesville's budget, and without a profitable utility the city 
cannot continue to fund the many services that are so vital to our community. 

The proposed biomass plant is estimated to produce power at a cost ofapproximately 
$100 per mw. GRU's existing plants produce power much more cheaply using fossil 
fuels ofcoal, oil, and natural gas. The production cost of our coal plant, Deerhaven Unit 
2, is only $37 per mw; Kelly Unit CCl only $45 per mw; Deerhaven Unit 1 only $58 per 
mw. These incremental costs vary somewhat with spot fuel prices but are consistently 
well below the cost of biomass fuel production. Additionally, GRU has a finn contract 
with Progress Energy Florida to purchase up to100 mw, for 24 hours per day, on a call 
basis. This price is approximately $54 per mw, though the cost varies slightly with spot 
market fuel prices. 

GRU readily admits in the newspaper that its proposal to build this biomass plant stems 
from the Gainesville City Commission's political agenda for green power, and NOT 
because it is economically feasible to do so. Furthennore, the biomass plant doesn't do 
anything significant to reduce greenhouse gases. It is estimated that lOO diesel trucks 
PER DAY will be needed to supply the fuel. The controversy over this amount of traffic 
will go on indefinitely if this plant is approved. 

Please question the assumptions made for this wood burning plant since the very same 
people at GRU who have done this analysis recommended in 2002 the installation of 
small generators at the Alachua County landfill at a cost of about $2.5 million. These 
generators were estimated to run for many years, but ran only intennittently for about 2 
years when it was detennined there wasn't actually enough methane gas in the landfill to 
sustain operation! The generators have since been dismantled and sold. 

The green power political agenda is blind to some obvious realities and will not take no 
for an answer, even if it means bankruptcy. The public relations campaign to support this 
project has ignored the same kind of economic realities. Damn the deficits. 

American Renewables doesn't have a good track record either in its planning. Their plan 
to build a similar 100 mw biomass plant in Texas was sold before construction started to 
Southern Power, citing in the newspaper "We had intended to construct that facility and 
own and operate it. Unfortunately, we went to market with that at a very bad time." This 



is another example of faulty assumptions made about the economic viability of biomass 
projects, especially so far away from their fuel source as the one in Gainesville will be. 

There is also a timing issue with this plant in Gainesville. If construction can begin by 
the end ofthe year, American Renewables stands to receive a subsidy, or credit, from the 
federal government to the tune of 30% of the project's cost. This subsidy is about $150 
million. GRU will share the windfall by receiving a discounted rate. This plant is an 
economic loser and the public is the victim. It cannot stand on its own merits and needs to 
be recognized as such. This plant simply doesn't pass the smell test. 

GRU cites three main reasons for building this biomass plant: improved reliability, fuel 
diversity, and long term cost savings. All three reasons must be challenged and can be 
shown to be better addressed in other ways. 

Please ask probing questions about the economic assumptions and operational parameters 
of this plant. When you do you will find that bankruptcy is likely in current conditions. 
Please save us from this catastrophe and vote no. 

Sincerely, 

,);:{:" ,S~/;l 
John Starkey 
Gainesville, Florida 
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Cathi Lindsley 090'151-6,11 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cathi Lindsley 
Tuesday, March 02,20101 :33 PM 
Ruth McHargue 
RE: To ClK Docket 090451- Response requested 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket 
Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives. in Docket 0904SJ-EM. 

-~~--Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02. 2010 1:16 PM 
To: Cathi Lindsley 
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: To ClK Docket 09045 1- Response requested 

Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Consumer Contact 
Sent Tuesday, March 02.2010 10:07 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 2010 9: 15 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: FW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contactDpsc.state.fl.us Dmailto:contactDpsc.state.fl.usD 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 2010 8:55 AM 
To: Webmaster 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 

Contact Information: 

Name: Tony Domenech 

Company: Retired 

Primary Phone: 352-373-3025 

Secondary Phone: 

Email: tdomenechDaol.com 
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.._AdmlnlltnltlVo_ParU.. VContumer 
DOCUMENT NO. IIj/3-09 
DISiRISUTION: _____ 

http:tdomenechDaol.com
http:contactDpsc.state.fl.us


Response requested? Yes 
CCSent? No 

Comments: 
Please deny the City of GainesviJIeDs request for biomass generation for these reasons: 

LetDs take a look at some things for consideration: Electricity rates and a recent decision on new 
power. I am going to provide the average monthly cost per 1000 kilowatts of electricity for five 
utilities providing power in our area of the state. 

Jacksonville Electric Authority OEA) - 114.22 Florida Power is Light - 104.1 S Clay Electric 
]09.90 Progress Energy - 123.76 Gainesville Regional Utility (GRU) - 14S.48 

Incidentally, JEA turned down a so megawatt biomass electric plant because it was too expensive. 
Our city commissioners set the course, direction. and rate structure for GRU. Those are the facts. 
My sources are: JEA. GRU, is FECA 

We canl]r afford even higher rates for electricity and our city is held captive by a 10-1 sO turn out in 
local spring elections. You are our last hope. 

2 
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Cathi Lindsley (8QL1SI- pJU 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cathi Lindsley 
Tuesday. March 02. 2010 1:32 PM 
Ruth McHargue 
RE: To ClK Docket 090541- Response requested 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket 
Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 09045 I-EM. 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 2010 12:3] PM 
To: Cathi Lindsley 
Subject: fW: To ClK Docket 09054] - Response requested 

Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----
From: Consumer Contact 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02.20]0 ]0:07 AM 
To: Ruth McHargue 
Subject: To ClK Docket 09054] - Response requested 

-----Original Message----
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 20] 09:] 5 AM 
To: Consumer Contact 
Subject: fW: My contact 

-----Original Message----
From: contactDpsc.state.fl.us Dmailto:contactDpsc.state.fl.usD 
Sent: Tuesday, March 02.20108:55 AM 
To: Webmaster 
Subject: My contact 

Contact from a Web user 

Contact Information: 
Name: Tony Domenech 
Company: Retired 
Primary Phone: 352-373-3025 
Secondary Phone: 
Email: tdomenechDaol.com 

1 

FPSC,CLK-CORRESPONDENCE 
.._",dmlnlelrative_ParaiR ~m.r 
DOCUMENT NO. //3/3""c;9 
DISTRIBUTION: 

http:tdomenechDaol.com
http:contactDpsc.state.fl.us


Response requested? Yes 
CCSent? No 

Comments: 
Please deny the City of GainesvilleDs request for biomass generation for these reasons: 

LetDs take a look at some things for consideration: Electricity rates and a recent decision on new 
power. I am going to provide the average monthly cost per 1000 kilowatts of electricity for five 
utilities providing power in our area of the state. 

Jacksonville Electric Authority OFA) - 114.22 Florida Power IS Light - 104.15 Clay Electric 
109.90 Progress Energy - 123.76 Gainesville Regional Utility (GRU) - ) 45.48 

Incidentally, JEA turned down a 50 megawatt biomass electric plant because it was too expensive. 
Our city commissioners set the course, direction, and rate structure for GRU. Those are the facts. 
My sources are: JEA. GRU, IS FECA 

We canOt afford even higher rates for electricity and our city is held captive by a 10-150 turn out in 
local spring elections. You are our last hope. 

2 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Monday, March 01,20102:43 PM 

To: Steve Larson 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: FW: Gainesville Reg. Utilities 100 MW 

Attachments: Proposed Biomass Power Plant Need Det.Gainesville.Ltr.2.24.2010.pdf 

Thanks, Steve. The attachment has been printed and will be placed in Correspondence - Consumers and their 
Representatives, in Docket No. 0904S1-EM. 

From: Steve Larson 
Sent: Monday, March 01, 2010 12:02 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Gainesville Reg. Utilities 100 MW 

Please place the attached letter in the file for docket #0904S1-EM. Thanks, 
Steve 

From: carolyn Cannon 
Sent: Monday, March 01, 2010 11:19 AM 
To: Steve Larson 
Subject: Gainesville Reg. Utilities 100 MW 

FPSC,CLK-CORRESPONOENCE 
.__Admlnfltr&tJ\·8_PII'tita_Vt;_Con-sumef 

DOCUMENT NO.113/3~ 09 
DISTRIBUTION: _____ 

3/112010 




Nicholas P. Guarrlello 
General Manager and CEO 

February 24,2010 

Florida Public Service Commission 
clo Chair Nancy Argenziano 
2£)40 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399~0850 

Subject: 	 Gainesville Regional Utilities 100 MW proposed Biomass Power Plant Need 
Determination Request 

The Florida Municipal Power Agency (FMPA) is a wholesale power agency owned by 
municipal electric utilities. FMPA provides the entire wholesale power supply needs for 
14 municipal electric utilities throughout the state through our All-Requirements Project 
(the ARP), and we are committed to securing electric generation capacity to meet our 
member's needs. Together, the ARP members serve approximately 261,000 
residential, commercial and industrial customers throughout the state. 

Since the ARP is interested in identifying cost effective renewable energy options, and 
because of the potential regulatory issues associated with conventionally fueled electric 
generation, we continue to investigate options to incorporate cost~effective renewable 
forms of energy into our generation mix. The renewable energy programs implemented 
on behalf of the ARP members to date have primarily focused on solar photovoltaic 
power projects. However, we have also been evaluating several landfill gas and 
biomass options. 

FMPA is one of the entities in Florida that has entered into a confidentiality agreement 
with American Renewables d/b/a Gainesville Renewable Energy Center LLC. We 
entered into this agreement in order to examine the terms and conditions behind 
Gainesville Regional Utilities offer to resell up to 50 MW of the capacity and energy from 
the unit for up to ten years. This offer included all the environmental attributes of the 
capacity ( assuming biomass is considered carbon neutral in any Renewable Portfolio 
Standard or carbon regulations) as well as renewable energy credits. 
In addition to its renewable aspects, this project is a potential source of firm, base load 
power. 

8553 Commodity Circle I Ortitlldo, Fl32819·9002 
T, (407) 355-7767 I Toll Free (888) 774·7606 
f', (407) 355·5794 I v;ww,lmpa,(;om 
nick,guarriello@frnllll,eom 



Florida Public Service Commission 
February 24, 2010 
Page 2 

Other favorable aspects of the offer from GRU include only paying for available power, 
the fixed aspects of the prices over the next ten years, and the opportunity to diversify 
the fuel mix for the ARP. The open question for us is the premium, if any, the ARP 
members may be willing to pay over conventional sources of power for the 
environmental attributes of the project. 

We understand that GRU has taken the position that they are not going enter into 
contract negotiations with potential off-takers until all certifications and permits are 
received, and after the fuels contracts that will be required by American Renewables' 
financers have been executed. Having these issues resolved will assist us in our 
deliberations. 

Respectfully 

I~ /J .~ p; ~ot NP6,-
Nicholas P. ~~ 
General Manager and CEO 

NPG/su 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Tuesday, February 23,20102:23 PM FPSC, ClK·· CORRESPON9ENCE 

To: Office of Commissioner Stevens _AdmlnI6tratlve_Paltiol~um(fr 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants _Commission ~tPUMENT NO. II ~l;'" 09 
RE: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility Subject: DISTRIBUTION: ---- 

Tracking: Recipient Read 

Office of Commissioner Stevens 

Commissioners Advisors 

Administrative Assistants Commission SUite 

Cristina Slaton Read: 2/23/20102:24 PM 

Roberta Bass Read: 2/23/20102:32 PM 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in 
Docket No. 090451-EM. 

From: Melanie Shanks On Behalf Of Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23,2010 1:03 PM 
To: Ann Cole 
Subject: FW: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility 

Anne, 


Can you place in Docket #090451 - Correspondence 


Thanks! 

Melanie 


From: Craig Hedgecock [mailto:chedgecock@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 12:36 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Stevens 
Subject: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility 

Dear Commissioner Stevens: 

Thank you for voting to delay the construction of the proposed wood resource generating facility. 

Upon review of the published information and general knowledge of the operation of the system, it appears that 
the demand for the additional capacity may be not needed at this time. At best, it will be needed in the distant 
future. 

As I understand it, GRU intends to purchase all of the power from the proposed plant for 30 years and then sell 
same to other utilities in the region "if' it is not needed locally. 

The questions I have are: 

1. Will the cost of generation from the "experimental" system cost more than the utility can resell the power "if' the 
plant does not operate/function as designed? The fuel source could get very expensive if other utilities and/or 

2/23/2010 

mailto:mailto:chedgecock@cox.net
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users also compete for same. Our local environmental activists may also have an influence over "future" 
commissioners and limit access to "local" forests requiring a larger area to supply fuel for the plant. Will the 
transportation costs increase dramatically due to another oil crisis, etc.? 
2. What happens when Progress Energy's proposed nuclear plants come on line? Will their surplus power be 
less expensive? 
3. What happens "if' the plant has serious operational problems over time? Are the rate payers still responsible 
to purchase the power and at what cost? 
4. What happens if the "cap and trade" legislation never passes? 
5. Is GRU primarily a "municipal" utility or is it in competition with the other "regulated" utilities? If the answer is 
that they are in competition with other utilities. perhaps the legislature should consider placing them under the 
watch of the PSC. 

If I consider recent decisions made the majority of the current Gainesville City Commissioners, I question whether 
or not they are placing "political" considerations above "economic" considerations. For instance. they seem to be 
very proud of their decision to adopt the "feed in tariff' program for solar power generator systems. As an 
engineer, I cannot understand their logic. The businesses/individuals receive "generous" federal. state. and local 
subsidies to install their systems. But. in order to make the systems "economically" sound, GRU has agreed to 
purchase their surplus power at over four (4) times to the cost of producing same by conventional means. I am all 
for new technology but only if it is economically viable. In this case, this appears to be a political decision made 
so that our Mayor can travel all over the world to to spout how "green" Gainesville is! At what cost to the rate 
payers? 

Craig R. Hedgecock. PE/PSM 
27 NW 48th Boulevard 
Gainesville, FL 32607 
(352) 377-9928 
(352) 377-6663 FAX 
khedgecock@cox.net 

2/23/2010 


mailto:khedgecock@cox.net


Page 1 of2 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Tuesday, February 23,2010 10:40 AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility 

Tracking: Recipient Read FPSC.CLK-CORRESPO~ENCE 
Office of Commissioner Skop Read: 2/23/2010 10:46 AM _Admlnle1ratlve_Pa"'~Contumer 
Commissioners Advisors DOCUMENT NO. IJ!>J~... l8 
Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite DISTRIBUTION: ------Cristina Slaton Read: 2/23/2010 10:46 AM 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in 
Docket No. 0904S1-EM. 

From: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 20108:32 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 
NO.0904S1-EM. 

Thank you, 
Cristina 

From: Craig Hedgecock [mailto:chedgecock@cox,net] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23,20105:21 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Subject: Gainesville Regional Utilities Proposed Generating Facility 

Dear Commissioner Skop: 

Thank you for voting to delay the construction of the proposed wood resource generating facility. 

Upon review of the published information and general knowledge of the operation of the system, it appears that 
the demand for the additional capacity may be not needed at this time. At best, it will be needed in the distant 
future. 

As I understand it, GRU intends to purchase all of the power from the proposed plant for 30 years and then sell 
same to other utilities in the region "if' it is not needed locally. 

The questions I have are: 

2/23/2010 
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1. Will the cost of generation from the "experimental" system cost more than the utility can resell the power "if' the 
plant does not operate/function as designed? The fuel source could get very expensive if other utilities and/or 
users also complete for same. Our local environmental activists may also have an influence over "future" 
commissioners and limit access to "local" forests requiring a larger area to supply fuel for the plant. Will the 
transportation costs increase dramatically due to another oil crisis, etc.? 
2. What happens when Progress Energy's proposed nuclear plants come on line? Will their surplus power be 
less expensive? 
3. What happens "if' the plant has serious operational problems over time? Are the rate payers still responsible 
to purchase the power and at what cost? 
4. What happens if the "cap and trade" legislation never passes? 
5. Is GRU primarily a "muniCipal" utility or is it in competition with the other "regulated" utilities? If the answer is 
that they are in competition with other utilities, perhaps the legislature should consider placing them under the 
watch of the PSC. 

If I consider recent decisions made the majority of the current Gainesville City Commissioners, I question whether 
or not they are placing "political" considerations above "economic" considerations. For instance, they seem to be 
very proud of their decision to adopt the "feed in tariff' program for solar power generator systems. As an 
engineer, I cannot understand their logic. The businesses/individuals receive "generous" federal, state, and local 
subsidies to install their systems. But, in order to make the systems "economically" sound, GRU has agreed to 
purchase their surplus power at over four (4) times to the cost of producing same by conventional means. I am all 
for new technology but only if it is economically viable. In this case, this appears to be a political decision made 
so that our Mayor can travel all over the world to to spout how "green" Gainesville is! At what cost to the rate 
payers? 

Craig R. Hedgecock, PE/PSM 
27 NW 48th Boulevard 
Gainesville, FL 32607 
(352) 377-9928 
(352) 377-6663 FAX 
~hedgecock®-cQX,nEtl 

2/23/2010 
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Ann Cole 

From: Ann Cole 

Sent: Tuesday, February 16,2010 10:35AM 

To: Office of Commissioner Skop 

Cc: Commissioners Advisors; Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite 

Subject: RE: Jobs in Alachua County 

Page 10fl 
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Admlnlltrltlve PaItiM v'Coneumer 

DOCUMENT NO. \ \'?\?-oq 
DISTRIBUTION: _.______ 

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 
No. 090451-EM. 

from: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2010 9:57 AM 
To: Ann Cole 
Cc: Bill McNulty 
Subject: FW: Jobs in Alachua County 

Ann, 

Please add the e-mail below to Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives. in Docket No. 090451
EM. 

Thank you, 
Cristina 

from: tom cunilio [mailto:t.cosaf@windstream.net] 
Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2010 4:42 PM 
To: Office of Commissioner Skop 
Cc: Chris Etherton (Chairman) 
Subject: Jobs in Alachua County 

Mr. Scop - Please reconsider your opposition to the GREC facility in Gainesville. It appears from your Bio that you may 
have never looked at woody biomass as a source of renewable energy. This is unfortunate. The Electric Power Research 
Institute has made public data on the jobs that woody biomass power generation produce: 4.9 jobs/MWh. The reasons 
you oppose the GREC plant seem to hinge on. according to the Gnvl Sun, the uncertain situation with regard to the need 
for 100 MW. As a Muni, GRU knows who wants green power and knowing/seeing/hearing Lakeland Utilities interest in 25 
MW at the meeting in Gnvl you did not attend, there will not be a dearth of buyers. The other uncertainty deals with 
demand locally. Basically you seem to argue that as long as GRU can bum coal and provide customers with this 
"cheap" electric fuel source, why build a biomass plant? Coal is no longer a cheap. affordable source of energy. Nathan. 
We pay almost $100/ton for coal from W. VA. There. mountain-top mining is producing, in the words of a VA populist. a 
"Dying Land." Coal contains roughly twice the Btu content of undried wood. Yet, the $50/ton expected price for biomass is 
no where close to what delivered fuel wood will cost GREC. The GRU customers will, with the additional efficiencies the 
RC&D Council is suggesting, reap a huge savings given the expected fuel cost under these scenarios. As I said to County 
Commissioner Mike Byerly yesterday, this opportunity cost advantage will most probably result in GRU running its base 
load coal plant at a lower capacity whenever it can while the base load biomass plant will not cease production. This 
means fewer pounds of Mercury (Hg) emitted as well as few Ibs. of SOx. You are reportedly a resident of Alachua County 
and must be aware of the other objections to the GREC not stated officially in the PSC report. Please realize that you 
could be, as a non-expert in woody biomass and energy crops. misinformed by those in Alachua County who have your 
ear. Your stated objections do not at this point make a strong case at all for rejection. Your staff recommendation was to 
approve. I suggest you listen to them before listening to local folks here like Penny Wheat or even Ms. Dian Deevy. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Cunilio. Coordinator 
NC FL Renewable RC&D Council 

2116/2010 
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Cathi Lindsle~ 

FPSC.CLK~CORRESPONPENCEFrom: Cathi Lindsley 
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 11:11 AM _AdmlnletratJve_Pl ...... J(Contum.r 
To: Ruth McHargue DOCUMENT NO. #3/3" (')9Subject: RE: Docket 090451 

DISTRIBUTION: _____ 

Thank you for this information. This attachment has been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence _ 
Consumers and their Representatives, in Docket 090451. 

Thanks, 
Cathi 

-----Original Message----
From: Ruth McHargue 
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 11:10AM 
To: Cathi Lindsley 
Cc: Ann Cole; Dorothy Menasco 
Subject: Docket 090451 

Customer correspondence 

-----Original Message----

From: Consumer Contact 

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 10: 19 AM 

To: Ruth McHargue 

Subject: 


-----Original Message----

From: Webmaster 

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 8:03 AM 

To: Consumer Contact 

Subject: RE: My contact 


-----Original Message----
From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 20108:25 PM 

To: Webmaster 

Subject: My contact 


Contact from a Web user 


Contact Information: 

Name: Tony Domenech 

Company: Retired 

Primary Phone: 352-373-3025 

Secondary Phone: 352-871.4652 

Email: tdomenech@aol.com 


Response requested? No 

CC Sent? No 


Comments: 

I want to express my profound appreciation on your delay to allow the bio-mass electrical generation plant in Gainesville. 

Please, please, please vote it down. This is an absurd and expensive idea based that will cost us dearly for decades. I'm 

happy to speak more on this issue but I know your time is limited. You are being very wise in your caution. Less than 10% 

of our community is driving this idea and I can support all my assertions. Thank you. 
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Biomass Opponents List (biomass@energyiustice.net) 

FPSC. eLK - CORRESPONDENCE 
The Shell Game 

Gainesville Is Giving Away Its Energy Future 

_AdDliailtnttve_Parties){CouB.er 
DOCUMENT NO. l\3)~. D,
DIS1RIBtmON: 

By Thomas Bussing 

It defies beliefthat the biggest utility contract in our city's history has been offered to an 
essentially empty paper entity whose principle activity is financial speculation, quick profit and 
quick sell-off. 

We the people are committing to their 500 million dollar private contract to bum trees so that we 
can buy back electricity at more expensive rates. 

Until now we were a municipal utility that built, owned and operated its system on behalf of the 
citizens. This deal transfers future ownership to shifting paper corporations who in tum sell off 
the rights they acquired from us. 

Better hope it all works perfectly, because the bail-out leaves us bankrupt and in hock forever to 
outside private financiers. 

We have been told that we cannot break this contract. We have been told it's too late, that ifit is 
stopped the city might incur a financial penalty for the default. 

What we really worry about is the opposite: that going ahead with this plant may bring on the 
biggest financial disaster possible for a city. We who pay the rates are on the line to pay 
the half-billion dollar cost. 

But there is hope. 

A good start is simply agreeing that building this plant is a bad idea, and that therefore the 
agreement is against our interests. The facts tell us it would be better to not go ahead. 

Many letters to this newspaper have presented various reasons why we would be better off if this 
plant is not built. Here are a few more. 

mailto:BlOmass@TenergyJtlstIce.net


The contractor, "Nacogdoches Power," is a corporate entity created for a single project, a 
planned bio-burner in Nacogdoches, Texas, for which it was named. Quoting from their 
December 14,2007 proposal to GRU: "Nacogdoches Power was formed in 2005 .... the 

company has no permanent employees ... " 

They,are notl:builders or openatbts'ofl'ower plants. They are merely seekers of financial 
arran~ments: witic1i theylt~"llent:lJihey have no visible balance sheet and no actual employees. 

l /./~ 1I'~ ~'i ~I '. l' }( ,t. ' 

They recently sold thelp'sWJ;aUwtl~as Project" to another outfit, before even getting it 
constructed. "Nacogdoches Power" has rebranded into "American Renewables" in the process. 

They will not be running whatever gets built here. They may not even construct it. But they 
expect to be lucratively rewarded for their short time in town. 

GRU admits that when completed, this plant will command a premium (high) price for its output. 
Rates can be expected to rise. In the end, to solve such problems we may be forced to buy them 
out - and at a price that has not been disclosed. 

Amazingly, such key terms have never been disclosed to the public, nor even our elected 
commissioners and mayor. 

Five hundred million dollars is a lot of money to contract for, and it is we, the citizens who live 
here, who will have to pay unless it is stopped. 

There is one thing we can all agree upon - that it would be farbetter for this contract to be voided 
than to take the enormous risk of bankrupting our utility and our city. 

Not a brick has been laid, no equipment purchased for thisproposed plant. 

With that as our goal, we can proceed to explore mechanisms and any costs of extricating our 
City from this ill-advised and hastily-agreed-to contract. 

In the long run, we will be much better off. 

Dr. Thomas Bussing served as Mayor of Gainesville (2001-2004) 
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case, 


you may fi ll 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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Florida Senate District 14 
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Dear Senator Oelrich: 

Thank you for your letter requesting a public hearing in Gainesville for the proposed 
Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) biomass plant need determination proceedings. Rest assured, 
such a hearing has already been scheduled at the urgng of Commissioner Nathan Skop. 

Although a public hearing in the service temtory for this kind of need determination 
proceeding is unusual, it is certainly within the Commission's authority to hear such testimony, and it 
is never the wrong decision to give the people another opporhmity to engage their government. 

The Commission will hold a public hearing on December 9,2009, at the Gainesville City Hall 
for the purpose of supplementing information gathered from the several public meetings held by 
GRU. Please do not hesitate to contact my office if you have any questions or concerns. 

Chairman 

MMCIJ.iba 
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SENATOR STEVE OELRICH 
14th District 

November 5,2009 

Dear Chairman Carter, 

THE FLORIDA SENATE 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1 100 COMMITTEES: 

Hi her Education. Chair 
Mi? itary Affairs and Domestic Security. 

Vice Chair 
Commerce 
Communications. Energy, and Public Utililies 
Genetal Government Appropriations 
Governmental Operations - Policy and Steering 

JOINT COMMITTEE: 
Everglades Oversight 

The proposed GRU Biomass plant is a project of regional significance. That being said, the 
citizens of this area should have the opportunity to make their thoughts and feelings ahout this 
project known. 

Accordingly, I would respectfully request that the Florida Public Service Commission conduct a 
public comment hearing in Gainesville prior to the need determination proceeding, currently 
scheduled for December 16, 2009. 

Sincerely, 

Senator Steve Oelrich 
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REPLY TO: 
0 4131 Northwest 28th Lane. Suite 7, Gainesville. Florida 32606 (352) 375-3555 
0 314 Senate Ofice BuilUing. 404 South Monroe Street. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1 100 (850) 487-5020 

JEFF ATWATER 
President of the Senate 


