
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE 

In re: Nuclear Power Plant Cost Docket No. 110009-E1 
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PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC’S SECOND REQUEST FOR 
CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION REGARDING THE COMPANY’S RESPONSES TO 

OPC’S FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES TO PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 

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

366.093, Florida Statutes, and Rule 25-22.006(3), Florida Administrative Code, files this 

Request for Confidential Classification regarding portions of the responses to the Office of 

Public Counsel’s (“OPC” or “Citizens”) First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 1-3), specifically 

the document produced in response to interrogatory number 1 and 2, and OPC’s First Request 

for Production of Documents (Nos. 1 -7), specifically documents responsive to request 

numbers 1,2, 3 ,4  and 5. PEF is seeking confidential classification of this information 

because it contains contractual and financial information the release of which would harm the 

Company’s competitive interests (and that is subject to confidentiality provisions in many 

cases), and because the release of certain other information would harm the Company’s 

competitive interests. This information meets the definition of “proprietary confidential 

business information.” See 5 366.093(3), Fla. Stat. 

An unredacted version of the documents discussed above is being filed under seal with 

the Commission as Appendix A on a confidential basis to keep the competitive business COM __ 
information in those documents confidential. 0% 

GCL + In further support of this Request, PEF states as follows: 
RAD-.- 
ssc __ 
ADM - 
OPC - 
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- claim of contidentiality 
notice of intent 
request for confidentiality 
filed by OPC 

For DN o-?w ./I ,which 
is in locked storage. You must be 
authorized to wen this DN.-CLK 



The Confidentiality of the Documents at Issue 

Section 366.093(1), Florida Statutes, provides that “any records received by the 

Commission which are shown and found by the Commission to be proprietary confidential 

business information shall be kept confidential and shall be exempt from [the Public Records 

Act].” 9 366.093( I) ,  Fla. Stat. Proprietary confidential business information means 

information that is (i) intended to be and is treated as private confidential information by the 

Company, (ii) because disclosure of the information would cause harm, (iii) either to the 

Company’s ratepayers or the Company’s business operation, and (iv) the information has not 

been voluntarily disclosed to the public. 9 366.093(3), Fla. Stat. Specifically, “information 

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

the public utility or its affiliates to contract for goods or services on favorable terms” is 

defined as proprietary confidential business information. 5 366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 

Additionally, subsection 366.093(3)(e) defines “information relating to competitive interests, 

the disclosure of which would impair the competitive business of the provider of the 

information,” as proprietary confidential business information. 

Confidential Information 

As listed above, and described more thoroughly below and in the affidavits of Sue 

Hardison and Jon Franke filed with this Request, portions of the Company’s responses to 

OPC’s First Request for Production of Documents and First Set of Interrogatories contain 

confidential, proprietary business information relating to the Engineering, Procurement and 

Construction Agreement (“EPC Agreement”) for the Levy Nuclear Project (“LNP”), 

contractual information related to the Extended Power Uprate License Amendment Request 

(“EPU L A R )  document and supporting engineering analysis for the Crystal River Unit 3 

(“CR3”) Power Uprate Project (“CR3 Uprate”, and collectively with LNP, the “Nuclear 
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Projects”), as well as presentations given to, and meeting minutes of, the Company’s Senior 

Management and Board of Directors, and the Company’s Integrated Project Plans (“IPPs”). 

More specifically, the responsive documents to Citizens’ requests for production 

number 2, 3,4, and 5 and interrogatory number 1 and 2, contain confidential and sensitive 

contractual information and numbers regarding the Company’s CR3 Uprate vendors and the 

EPU LAR document preparation, the disclosure of which would impair PEF’s competitive 

business interests and ability to negotiate favorable contracts, as well as violate contractual 

nondisclosure provisions. See Affidavit of Jon Franke, 7 4. Additionally, included in these 

responses are confidential presentations provided to senior management and minutes of the 

meetings where those presentations were discussed. Publication of this non-publicly- 

available information would provide PEF’s competitors and third-parties with whom PEF 

would wish to contract with valuable insight into the Company’s strategic goals and planning, 

thereby harming PEF’s competitive business interests. See id- 
The responses to Citizens’ requests for production numbers 3 and 4 contain 

confidential contractual numbers and terms under the EPC Agreement with Westinghouse, 

Shaw, Stone & Webster (the “Consortium”) as well as cost numbers and information relating 

to on-going negotiations with the Consortium and its vendors and preliminary decisions 

regarding disposition of items of Long Lead Equipment (“LLE”) for the LNP. See Affidavit 

of Hardison, 7 4. Additionally, included in these responses are confidential presentations 

provided to senior management and minutes of the meetings where those presentations were 

discussed. Publication of this non-publicly-available information would provide PEF’s 

competitors and third-parties with whom PEF would wish to contract with valuable insight 

into the Company’s strategic goals and planning, thereby harming PEF’s competitive business 

interests. 
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Certain of these documents contain contractual quantities and pricing arrangements 

and payments made between PEF and its vendors that would adversely impact PEF’s 

competitive business interests if disclosed to the public. &Affidavit of Hardison, 7 5; 

Affidavit of Franke, 7 5. PEF must be able to assure third parties that enter contractual 

agreements with the Company that sensitive business information, such as the pricing, 

payment, and quantity terms of their contracts, will be kept confidential. 

Hardison, 7 5; Affidavit of Franke, 7 5. Indeed, some of the contracts at issue contain 

confidentiality provisions that prohibit the disclosure of the terms of the contract to third 

parties. Affidavit of Hardison, 77 5-6; Affidavit of Franke, 77 5-6. 

Affidavit of 

The information at issue relates to competitively negotiated contractual data, including 

sensitive pricing information and other contractual details, and on-going negotiations of 

contractual change order terms, the disclosure of which would impair the efforts of the 

Company to negotiate such contracts and change orders on favorable terms. 

366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat.; Affidavit of Hardison, 77 5-6. If third parties were made aware of 

confidential contractual terms that PEF has with other parties, they may offer PEF less 

competitive contractual terms in future contractual negotiations and it would impair PEF in 

on-going negotiations. &Affidavit of Hardison, 77 5-6; Affidavit of Franke, 77 5-6. Absent 

the Company’s measures to maintain the confidentiality of sensitive terms in contracts 

between PEF and vendors, the Company’s efforts to obtain competitively priced supply and 

service contracts could be undermined. & Affidavit of Hardison, 77 5-6; Affidavit of 

Franke, 717 5-6. 

5 

Strict procedures are established and followed to maintain the confidentiality of the 

terms of all of the confidential documents and information at issue, including restricting 
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access to those persons who need the information and documents to assist the Company. 

Affidavit of Franke, 7 7; Affidavit of Hardison, 7 7. 

At no time has the Company publicly disclosed the confidential information or 

documents at issue; PEF has treated and continues to treat the information and documents at 

issue as confidential. &Affidavit of Franke, 7 7; Affidavit of Hardison, 7 7. PEF requests 

this information be granted confidential treatment by the Commission. 

Conclusion 

The competitive, confidential information at issue in this Request fits the statutory 

definition of proprietary confidential business information under Section 366.093, Florida 

Statutes, and Rule 25-22.006, F.A.C., and therefore that information should be afforded 

confidential classification. In support of this motion, PEF has enclosed the following: 

(1) A separate, sealed envelope containing one copy of the confidential Appendix A 

to PEF’s Request for which PEF intends to request confidential classification with the 

appropriate section, pages, or lines containing the confidential information highlighted. This 

information should be accorded confidential treatment pending a decision on PEF’s 

Request by the Commission; 

(2) Two copies of the documents with the information for which PEF intends to 

request confidential classification redacted by section, pages, or lines where appropriate as 

Appendix B; and, 

(3) A justification matrix of the confidential information contained in Appendix A 

supporting PEF’s Request, as Appendix C. 

WHEREFORE, PEF respectfully requests that the redacted portions of the responses 

to OPC’s First Set of Interrogatories mas. 1-3), specifically responses to interrogatory 
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numbers 1 and 2, and OPC’s First Request for Production of Documents (Nos. 1-7), 

specifically documents responsive to request numbers 1 ,2 ,3 ,4 ,  and 5, be classified as 

confidential for the reasons set forth above. 

Respectfully submitted t h i s k  P day of April, 201 1. 

R. Alexander Glenn 
General Counsel 
John Burnett 
Associate General Counsel 
Dianne M. Triplett 
Associate General Counsel 
PROGRESS ENERGY SERVICE 
COMPANY, LLC 
Post Office Box 14042 
St. Petersburg, FL 33733-4042 
Telephone: (727) 820-5587 
Facsimile: (727) 820-5519 

Jam Michael Walls 
Florida Bar No. 0706242 
Blaise N. Huhta 
Florida Bar No. 0027942 
Matthew R. Bernier 
Florida Bar No. 0059886 
CARLTON FIELDS, P.A. 
Post Ofice Box 3239 
Tampa, FL 33601-3239 
Telephone: (813) 223-7000 
Facsimile: (813) 229-4133 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been fumi 

counsel and parties of record as indicated below via electronic and US.  Mail 

April, 201 1. 

Anna Williams 
Keino Young 
Staff Attorney 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee 32399 
Phone: (850) 413-6218 
Facsimile: (850) 4 13-6 184 
Email: anwilIiak3osc.fl.state.us 

kvounP~,osc.fl.state.us 

Vicki G. Kaufman 
Jon C. Moyle, Jr. 
Keefe Law Firm 
1 18 North Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Phone: (850) 681-3828 
Fax: (850) 681-8788 
Ernail: vkaufman@karmlaw.com 

jrnovle@kagmlaw.com 

Mr. Paul Lewis, Jr. 
Progress Energy Florida, lnc. 
106 East College Avenue, Ste. 800 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7740 
Phone: (850) 222-8738 
Facsimile: (850) 222-9768 
Email: paul.lewisir@,ugnrnail.com 

a Attorney 

Charles Rehwinkel 
Associate Counsel 
Erik Sayler 
Associate Counsel 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
11 1 West Madison Street 
Room 8 12 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 
Phone: (850) 488-9330 
Email: rehwinkel.charles~,lee.state.fl.us 

Savler.erik~ler.state.fl.us - 

Bryan S. Anderson 
Jessica Can0 
Florida Power & Light 
700 Universe Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 
Phone: (561) 691-7101 
Facsimile: (561) 691-7135 
Email: brvan.anderson@,fpl,fai.com 

Jessica.cano@bl.com 

James W. Brew 
F. Alvin Taylor 
Brickfield Burchette Ritts & Stone, PC 
1025 Thomas Jefferson St NW 
8th FL West Tower 
Washington, DC 20007-5201 
Phone: (202) 342-0800 
Fax: (202) 342-0807 
Ernail: jbrewk3bbrslaw.com 

atavlor63bbrs1aw.com 
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Matthew J. Feil 
Gunster Yoakley & Stewart, P.A. 
215 South Monroe Street, Ste. 601 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Phone: (850) 521-1708 
Email: mfeil@gunster.com 

Capt. Allan Jungels 

139 Barnes Drive, Ste. 1 
Tyndall AFB, FL 32403-5319 
Phone: (850) 283-6350 
Email: allan.iungels~,tvndall.af.mil 

AFLSNJACL-ULFSC 

Randy B. Miller 
White Springs Agricultural Chemicals, Inc. 
PO Box 300 
White Springs, FL 32096 
Email: RMiller~uscahosuhate.com 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Nuclear Power Plant Cost Recovery 
Clause 

Docket No. 110009-El 

Second Request for Confidential Classification 
Exhibit B 



mDACTED 
REDACTED 

May -August 2 W 9  

July 8, 2009 

July 28. 2009 

August 11,2009 

August 13,2009 

August 2003 -October 
2m 

October 1% 2009 

October 15,2009 

October 23,2009 

October 26.2009 

Oct 2009 - Dec 2009 

December 16.2009 

Parallel Track- Base load transmission schedule, scope, budget 

Atomic Safety Licensing Board (ASLB) admits 3 contentions for 
and work plan revised. 

hearing. - Consortium meeting. Discussion of structure of Consortium six 

- . .____ scenartos repon 
S Le Cenification Appl cat.on (SCA) Approval (signed an Adgurr 26, 

- 

Six Scenario Analysis results received. 
Consortium priced 24/18 and 36/18 scenarios but does not price 
60 month suspension scenarios due to concerns with ability to 
maintain supply chain agreements. 
PEF taking results of scenario analysis and conducting ongoing 
dialogue regarding clarification, review of costs analysis, estimates, 
etc. 

Consortium scenarios for SMC discussion. As of August PEF'r focus 
was 36/18 scenario. 
SMC Presentation. SMC asked for a longer term partial suspension 
scenario. Not satisfied that 36/18 schedule i s  best option. Key 
issues: Minimize impact to Rate Payers, Minimize Near Term Cash 
Flow, Maximize Flexibility, and help Keep Value of EPC. 

Purchase Orders for Lone Lead Materials. Susoend EPC. Keeo 

Based an consortium's analysis PEF back to fill in the gaprfrom 

Options (1) Cancel Project (2) Cancel EPC (finish Cot) (3) Cancel 
- 

Value of Conlract (4) Contindewith Rare Case (36/18) - NRC Sends .ellei to Werlinghodse regard ng APlOOO OCO Revision 
17, indicating that modifications to the shield building are needed. 
Scenarios work complete. 
Preliminary Consortium discussion regarding potential long.term 

Bill Johnson and Jeff Lyash call with Consortium CEOs to discuss 

Consortium agreed to negotiate a long term suspension and 

Negotiations around Purchase Orders for Long Lead Materials 
disposition, Levy partial suspension, and continuing work scope. 
2'round of PO dialoaue is held. Even/ Purchase Order i s  a 

suspension and-1 

options.-also discussed. 

- 
reparale dtm.won and decision - Consortium meetmm. con1 n u m ~  discussion on amenamen1 terms 

FPSC-COMMISSIGH C L E W  



REDACTED 

&ember 29,2009 

. 
December 31.2009 

. . - 
Amenoment 1 to EPC and hels  contract executed for Levy Partial 
Suspension i s  effective to a low for 

Deadline for 

February 1 5  2010 

March 5.2010 

~ 
-. - .  

March 8. 2010 SMC presentatson on scneduie opt om. d sposit on of Purchare 

SMC Presentation on Options: (1) 36 month shift (21 Cancel I31 
Suspend. 
Amendment 2 to EPC and Fuels Contract executed- 

Orders for Long Lead Materials, Continuing work scope, and terms 
and conditions of Amendment 3 to EPC. 
BOO approval prior to execution of Amendment 3 to Fuels and EPC Match 17,2010 I 

March 19. 2010 

March 25. 2010 

contracts 

Amendment 3 to EPC Contract exec-ted 

RECOMMENDATION 

Consistent with Senior Management and Board decisions, the Project Team recommends 
continued funding of the Levy Project In the amounts set forth below through 2012. This funding 
will allow the Company to preserve the long-term benefits of nuclear generation - improved fuel 
portfolio diversity. reduced reliance on fossil fuels, carbon free energy generation. and base load 
capacity at a low cost fuel source. It will also allow for the deferral of significant capital investment 
until after the COL is obtained, which will benefit PEF's customers by reducing the near-term 
project costs during the immediate recesslonary period, it also benefits the Company bydeferrlng 
capital expenditures to a later time period when the Company may benefit from, among other 
things, additional certainty with respect to federal and state energy policy, plant licensing, and 
improved economic and financlal conditions. 

Although the overall project scope has not changed. there are some updates regarding the NRC 
licensing process. The original licensing scope included a request for a Limited Work Authorization 
(LWA) and a Combined Operating License Application (COL). The LWA was withdrawn by Progress 

I 

1 OPMA-DR4LEVY-3SI -000008 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000008 
1 IPMA-DRILEVY-11-000008 

11NC-OPCPOD1-1-000008 



REDACTED 

Transmission Operations. as well. This sub-project was scheduled in two-phases, with the Levy 
Project assuming costs for Phase I. and Transmission Operations assuming responsibility of Phase il. 
It had previously been determined that CFS sub would require expansion to accommodate the 
additional generation from Levy. A second expansion had been identified by Transmission 
Operations that was to be constructed subsequent to the Levy work to address Transmission 
Planning needs for additional transformer capacity. As the schedule for the Levy Project remained 
uncertain a t  year-end, Transmission management and Levy Project Team together determined that 
itwas likely that Transmission's expansion needs would precede the Levy need and the cost and 
planning adjustments noted above were made. The Levy Project continues to carry costs associated 
with the Levy-required expansion phase in its total cost. 

PEF continues to review the impact of the schedule shift on the transmission portion of the LNP. 

Most of the activities will be deferred past receipt of the COLand will be rescheduled based on new 
in-service dates for the Levy Plants and additional system planning studies that may impact overall 
Levy Transmission project scope will be performed as needed. 

An updated construction and milestone payment schedule will be negotiated with the consortium 
nearer to receipt of the LNP COL when pre-license risks are mitigated. In order to complete an 
updated project baseline estimate, target in-service dates were assumed that are consistent with 
the Company's desire to minimize near-term spending while maintaining long-term flexibility. This 
estimate assumes Unit 1 goes in service mid-year 2021, and Unit 2 in-sewice follows eighteen 
months later. The table below provides the key components of the estimate range: 

a 

1 OPMA-DR4LEW-3Sl-000010 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000010 

1 ~PMA-DR~ LEW-~~I-~OO~I~ 
11 NC-OPCPODI-1-000010 
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110000-11-M31 LHa-VNd t 1 
1 10000-09-CCl0d~d0-3N0 L 
1 L0000-1SE-AA3l~Ha-VWdOL 



REDACTED 

Transmission estimate is based on route studies and system needs completed during 2006- 
2008 
Transmission contingency and escalation estimates were adjusted to account for the 
whedule shift 

* 

The last approved estimate presented in the combined 2008 IPP w a m e x c l u d i n g  AFUDC. 
Primary differences between the March 2010 approved estimate and the 2008 IPP are: 

Major Areas of Change lmm IPP to  Current Eltlmle (elcludlng AFUDC) 

(J'r nlllknrl 

The estimate has been provided to PEF System Planning for further analysis and modeling in order 
to re-assess the Nuclear Cost Recovery feasibility. This analysis is required for annual filings to the 
Florida Public Service Commissim (FL PSC). Preliminary scenario sensitivities on rough order of 
magnitude (ROM) costs provided in January indicate continued feasibility for the project. The 
analysis was based on both quantitative and qualitative factors, including but not limited to: 

Total project cost, including capital expenditures. anticipated O&M and fuel 

Customer price impact and acceptance 
Carbon reduction 
Fuel diversity 
PEF baseload energy needs 
Technical and regulatov feasibility 

The approved estimate imluded in this IPP i s  less than earlier ROM inputs to feasibility scenarios. 

The current 3-year plan for spending under the partial suspension is included in the table below, 
stated in millions of dollars: 

Contlnue w l  EPCAmcndment 2010 2011 2012 3-VrTotal 

EPC Payments 
LLMPaymentr & W E C S u p p R  
LLM PO Diiposition 
Tranirnlrrion 
COLA 
Wetland mitigation 
Other Owner's Cost 

Total 
I 

10PMA-DR4LEW-3S1-000012 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000012 

11PMA-DRlLEW-11-000012 
11NC-OPCPOD1-1-000012 



REDACTED 

12 

Levy Nuclear Project 

.... 

The above costs do not include AFUOC. which I S  being cakubted by PtF  Regulatory Planning These 
amounts onclude eslimate 
purchase order disposition with WEC. Altbugh the t ming and nature of the LLM costs have n -  
been negotiated with WEC, PEF‘s required FL PSC regulatory filing on April 30,2010 includes 

H e r t i m a t e  for thesecosts. 

Through the December 2009 Interim IPP, Senior Management approved the Project Team’s first 
quarter 2010 spending o-uring the EPC negotiation period. 

The Project Team has developed a scenario forthe estimate which meets the objective of moving 
significant costs and risk past the receipt of the COL. The COL is currently expected 10 be received in 
late 2012. The estimate is based on in-service date for Unit 1 ofJune 2021, with Unit 2 following 
eighteen months later. 

The illustration below highlights key schedule milestones for generation: 

nul 
M 

iJ 
coo 

IOPMA-DR4LEW-3SI-000013 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000013 
11PMA-DRlLEW-11-000013 

11NC-OPCPOD1-1-000013 



REDACTED 

Mitigotion 

1. Ensure close engagement with environmental agencies to determine diverse mitigation 

4. Work with local officials to facilitate timelyadministrative hearings 

Complex RAIs could impad NRC review schedule (NRC Licensing Risk) 

If RAI response requires data gathering, modeling or significant analysis then mare time may be 
required than the response time assumed in the NRC review schedule which may result in FEIS, FSER 

and COL schedule delay. 

Mitigotion 

Although NRC hor completed RAI phose of review, odditionol questions moy be received to obtoin 
information needed to suppon completion of the FEIS ond FSER. The following mitigation octions 
remain: 

1. Establish and track interim milertones for completion of each RAI response. 
2. Discuss with NRC promptly any RAI response which is anticipated to exceed the expected 

response time. 
3. Review RAI response development status a t  least weekly with assigned personnel 
4. For complex RAls, such as the recently received RAls related to seismic/structural, develop a 

response plan and review with NRC to ensure information needs will be met. 

Material and labor escalatim exceeds estimated numben 

15 

1 OPMA-DR4LEW-3S1-000016 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000016 
11PMA-DRlLEW-11-000016 

11NC-OPCPODl-1-000016 



REDACTED 

Contested Hearings could impact schedule (NRC Licensing Risk) 

Two contentions that were admitted must be resolved in a contested hearing. If contested and 
mandatory hearings are not completed as planned there would be delays in the COL approval 
process. 

Mitigotion 

1. Complete and deploy effective communication plan for key milestone events 
2. Develop focused outreach, communication with key stakeholders 
3. Ensure communications are transparent and open with consistent messaging 
4. Engage subject matter experts with legal representatives in preparing for contested and 

mandatary hearings. 
5. Work with ASLB. NRC staff and intervenors to establish efficient schedule for conduct of 

hearings. Conduct of contested and mandatory hearings in parallel i s  desired to minimize 
delay in COL approval. 

Westinghouse Response to NRC Review Issues for APlWO DCD Certification (NRC Ucensing Risk) 

Westinghouse was notified by the NRC in mid-October 2009 that additional work was required on 
the testing for aircraft crash on the shield building. Other design imes are also under review. 

If Westinghouse is unable to obtain timely APlMXl DCD certification, then the overall schedule for 
the plant could be in jeopardy. 

Mitigotion 

1. The Company has allowed adequate contingency in the schedule by initiating partial 
suspension with the EPC 

2. Assign appropriate subject matter experts and collaborate with Nustart and APlOOO utilities 
to ensure appropriate action 1s taken. 

3. Actively support the APlWa Licensing Finalization team and interface with NRC to develop 
efficient sequence to complete DCD and RCOM review and approval. 

Resolution of Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternatives (LEDPA) analysis for US 
Army Cwpr of Engineers (USACE) and EPA. 

USACE has questions regarding the LEDPA analysis. If the USACEIEPA questions regarding the 
LEDPAcannot be resolved in a reasonable time, then the FElS and 404 permit schedules could be 
impacted. 

1 OPMA-DR4LEVY-3S1-000017 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000017 

1 IPMA-DRILEW-11-000017 
11 NC-OPCPODI-1-000017 



REDACTED 

The second CPVRR results summary table below provides the sensitivities surrounding capital cost 
forecasts and carbon policy scenarios. in these sensitivities, the initial capital costs of the LNP and 
the competing alternatives am adjusted in a range of (-15%) to (+25%) to assess the relative impacts 
on life cycle cost effectiveness comparisnns between the plans. The carbon policy sensitivities are 

the same. 

PEF Summary CPVRR Review for 2010 NCRC Filing 

Given the range of forecast assumptions. the results of the updated CPVRR assessment indicate that 
the plan including the LNP is favorable in more cases than not. This i s  one of many indicators that 
have been reviewed in considering the ongoing feasibility of the project. Based on the information 
presented above, and other qualitative factors set forth in PEF's April 30 NCRC filing. LNP continues 
to be a viable generation option with the revised estimate. 

SUMMARY OF EPCAGREEMENTCHANGES 

1 OPMA-DR4LEVY-3S1-000021 
1ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000021 . . . . - - . -. - - - . -. - - . 

11PMA-DRlLEW-11-000021 
11 NC-OPCPOD1-1-000021 



REDACTED 

SUMMARY OF IVTCONTRACTCHANGES 

Description 
SCA Conditions of Certification 
Amendment R3 

Levy COLA Phase II RAi's 
Amendment X 4 
Pending Levy COLA Phase II 
RAI's Amendment 11 5 

Pending Work Authorization 
LNP Roller Compacted 
Concrete (RCC) Mix Design & 
Specialw Tesf Plan 

Pending Work Authorization 
LNP COLA Revision 112 

Date 
29-Mar-2010 

24-Mar-2010 

Expected 
May 2010 

Expected 
April - May 
2010 

Expected 
April 2010 

SUMMARY OF FUELS AGREEMENT CHANGES 

Description Dale Key provisions 
Amendment 1 29-Dec-200'3 
Amendment 2 5.Mar.2010 

Amendment 3 19-Mar-2010 

- 

1 OPMA-DR4LEW-3SI -000022 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000022 

11PMA-DRILEW-11-000022 
11NC-OPCPOD1-1-000022 



REDACTED 

Levy Nuclear Project 

The Project Team has worked with Regulatory Planning and PEF legal counsel during late 2009 
through the current date to ensure a l l  key regulatory milestones are met. The following items are 
complete through the first quarter of 2010: . - 2009 Cost true-up filings and associated testimony to suppgrt 2009 costs 

Initial Production of Documents and lnterrogatoty responses by FL PSC and the Office of 
Public Counsel 
Initial meeting with FL PSC audit staff for assessment of internal controls - 

Key regulatory milestones over the next 60 days include April 30 Blings for cost projections and 
feasibility, associated testimony and response to ongoing data requests as we prepare for Nuclear 

Cost Recovery hearings scheduled for late August 2010. 

Consistent with Senior Management and Board decisions. the Project Team recommends 
continued funding of the Levy Project in the amounts set forth below through 2012. This funding 
will allow the Company to preserve the long-term benefits of nuclear generation - improved fuel 
portfolio diversity, reduced reliance on fossil fuels, carbon free energy generation. and base load 
capacity a t  a low cost fuel source. It will also allow for the deferral of significant capital investment 
until after the COL is obtained, which will benefit PEF's customers by reducing the near-term 
project costs during the immediate recessionary period. It also benefits the Company bv deferring 
capital expenditures to a later time period when the Company may benefit from. among other 
things, additional certainty with respect to federal and state energy policy, plant licensing, and 
improved economic and financial conditions. 

1 OPMA-DR4LEW-3SI -000023 
1 ONC-OPCPOD3-60-000023 
1 IPMA-DRlLEW-11-000023 

11 NC-OPCPOD1-1-000023 



REDACTED 

OVERVIEW 

The scope of the Levy Nuclear Project (LNP) includes two (2) 1,105-MWe APIOOOTM reactors, the 
combined operating license (COL) and related transmission additionslupgrades. The COL is 
anticipated to be received in mid-2013, supporting Unit 1's commercial operation date scheduled for 
mid-2021 and Unit 2 eighteen months later. As of the last transmission study, the transmission 
requirements include two (2) new 500/230kV substations, approximately 91 miles of 500 kV and 88 
miles of 230kv transmission lines. upgrades to five (5) transmission substations and two (2) new 
distribution substations, as well as certain lowvoltage line upgrades to accommodate the added 

nuclear generation. 

Since the previous IPP update April 28, 2010. no significant changes in project scope have occurred. 
With regard to the transmission portion of the project, additional system planning studies are 
expected to begin in October 2011 and be completed by 2012. As a result of the transmission study, 
the project team anticipates the transmission scope associated with the Levy project may be reduced 

based upon the shift in the commercial operation date; however, PEF will not know the actual impact 
to the transmission scope until the updated transmission study i s  completed, the results are 

analyzed, and the project work scope based on the study is defined and estimated. 

In November 2010, the NRC provided an updated review schedule for the Levy COLA and it is now 
anticipated to be completed by mid-2013, with no anticipated impact to the overall project schedule. 

No other significant schedule changes within the project have occurred since the previous IPP. 

There has been no change to the overall project cost estimate which includes costs associated with 

long-lead equipment (LLE) purchase order (PO) disposition. 

PEF anticipates completion of the annual feasibility analysis in advance of the May 1 regulatory filing, 
and as of the date of this IPP, directional guidance based on 2010 results indicates that the Levy 

project remains favorable in more cases than not. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The project team recommends continued funding of approximatel-hrough mid-2012. The 
anticipated 3-year spend (2011-2013) is approximately=including the LLE PO disposition 
costs, some of which continue to be under negotiation with Westinghouse Electric Company (WEC). 
The project team will return in mid-2012 with an update and any needed funding requests. 

This funding will allow the Company to preserve the long-term benefits of nuclear generation - 
improved fuel portfolio diversity, reduced reliance on fossil fuels, carbon free energy generation, 
and base load capaciw a t  a low cost fuel source. It will also allow for the continued deferral of 

significant capital investment until after the COL is obtained, which will benefit PEF's customers by 
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PTD Actual 

continuing to maintain lower near-term project costs during the continuing recessionary period, It 
also benefits the Company by deferring capital expenditures to a later time period when the 
Company may benefit from, among other things, additional certainty with respect t o  federal and 

state energy policy, plant licensing, and improved economic and financial conditions. 

Est. to Est. at 

When completed, the Levy project will add approximately 1,105 MWe of electrical generating 
resources to the PEF system in  the summer of 2021, and 1,105 MWe of electrical generating 
resources to its system eighteen months later, with two state-of-the-art Westinghouse APIOWTM 
Advanced Passive nuclear power plants in Levy County, Florida. Additional transmission will also be 
constructed to support the addition of the Levy Plant. 

There have been no significant changes in scope for the COW or Generation portions of the project 
and PEF continues to review the impact of the schedule shift on the transmission portion of the LNP. 

Most of the transmission activities will be deferred past receipt of the COL and will be rescheduled 
based on projected in-service dates for the Levy Plants scheduled for mid-2021 and Unit 2 eighteen 

months later. Additional system planning studies that may impact overall Levy Transmission project 
scope are expected to begin in October 2011 and be completed by 2012. PEF will not know the 
impact to the transmission scope until the updated transmission study is completed, the results are 
analyzed, and the project work scope based on the study i s  defined and estimated. 

(1 -. . - - Description (Feb2011) I Complete I Completion 
1 TransmissionT I 

1-Lines 2 
3 Substations 

Real Estate 4 

5 PE Indirects I Staffing 
6 Owner Contingency 
7 

~. -. .. . .. .. . . . . 

.. 

Escalat on (Owner & Contractor) 
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9 1  Subtotal- Transmission 
I n  I *" , 
11 I Geaeration 
12 I EPC ~. ~~ ._ - . . . . - .. . .. - . - .. . . . . .- . -- . 
13 EPC Base Scope 

14 
15 

EPC Inc. Schedu e Shdt 
Design Change Proposals (DCPs 11 
Current Change Orders (COS) 

EPC Contract Contingency 
Estimated EPC Escalation 

Subtotal EPC 
19 

-. __. - .- . Owner Managed Scope - 
CULA iLaDor & contineenw in uwner - .  
tabor & Cont'ngency line items.) 

22 I Owner Managed Scope 
23 I Owner Labor & Staff Ammentation 

Perm Plant Equip (Spares, 
Maintenance Equip etc.) 
Real Estate 
Other Owner Indirects (Fees, Permits, 
Taxes, Warrantv, Ins, Temp Facilities, 
etc.) 

27 I Subtotal Owner Managed Scope 
28 
29 Other 
30 Owner Escalation 
31 Owner Contingency 
32 Financial Burdens 
33 Subtotal- Other 
34 
3s Total w/o Fuel 
36 
37 Fuel 

PTD Actual 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

€St. t o  Est. a t  
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Levy Nuclear Project 

Key assumptions of the estimate include: 

1. Class 5 1 Class 4 estimate according to  Association for the Advancement of Cost Estimating 
International (AACEI) Guidelines 

2. In-service dates are: Unit 1 Jun-21, U2 Oec-22 
3. General terms of the existing EPC contract were maintained 
4. Estimate excludes AFUDC 
5. Estimate includes estimated escalation dollars through in-service dates 
6. Assumed partial suspension through COL (mid-2013) 
7. Allowances were estimated for incremental costs associated with partial suspension 

Existing EPC terms and conditions apply to elements of the EPC contract 

Ownef s cost are based on assumed staffing curves derived from project team's best 
available forecasts 

Transmission estimate is based on route studies and system needs completed during 2006- 
2008. The shift in the project schedule and changes in the state-wide transmission system 
will necessitate a review of the existing Transmission Study based on the projected in-service 
dates. 

The current 3-year plan for spending under the partial suspension is  included in the table below, 

stated in millions of dollars: 

I I Foreast I 2011-13 I 
Estimate of Near-Term COS% 
EPC Pavmenh I 

Other Owner's Cost 

I 

I 
I 
I 
3 I 

The most recent long-range cap.tal plan provided to PEF n DctODer 2010 contained cash flows of 
1-respectively for years 2011 through 2013 Increases from that 
October 2010 plan to  the cLrrent est'matea amo-nts presented above are comprised of LLE PO 
disposition costs as we I as additional costs for owner managea scope (APIOOO'' Design Change 
Proposals (OCPs). permits, taxes, warranties. insurance, etc.). ramp-up of PGh labor, 1ransm:ss'on 
ttrateg c right-of-way lano acquis:tion, wetland m.tigation. ann contract designlengineering. 
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Due to the relatively small values for net AFUDC and the minor changes in the anticipated 2011 to 

2013 costs, net AFUDC has not been re-estimated based on the amounts presented in the table 
above. 

As noted, the above table includes estimated one-time costs which may arise as part of LLE PO 
disposition with WEC. Although the timing and nature of the LLE costs have not been full negotiated 

or 2011. In 
the May 2010 NCRC regulatory filing, the project team included an estimate a of for these 
with WEC, the project team currently estimates this figure at no greater tha 

costs; the reduction in estimated one-time disposition costs is primarily related to ongoing successful 
negotiation with WEC regarding suspension opportunities for certain LLE. 

2010 actual costs wer- compared to-approved by SMC at the April 2010 
IPP. The difference is  primarily attributable to lower than expected LLE PO disposition costs as noted 

above. 

The project team is implementing the previously approved schedule shift in an effort to meet the 
objective of moving significant costs and risk past the receipt of the COL. The COL is  currently 
expected to be received in mid-2013. The scheduled commercial operation date for Unit 1 is  June 

2021 with Unit 2 following eighteen months later. 

The illustration below is an executive summary schedule that includes key schedule activities for the 

project. Activities that will take place in 2011 are highlighed in yellow. 

2011 2012 12013 2014 2015 201s 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 
a A A f h A  

h*I uimD 
I. - m e  ct!s cot 

*,"d tswcd S."rr"lCOD "c4 1 mo 104 

7 
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4 

S 

6 

Key Project Work Planned for 2011 and First Half of 2012 

Complete the RCC Specialty Testnng Program I May-11 

Submlt Revision 3 to the Levy COLA to incorporate revisions oared on the I oct-11 

Y Description 

3 Comolete the Roller Comoacted Concrete lRCCI Mix Desien Proeram 

I approved APIOOOTM DCD revision 

7 I Star t  review of existine transmission studv I Oct-11 

11 I Receive FElS I Apr-12 

12 I Receive FSER 

I IS I Receive 404 permit I Jut-12 

In addition, the following ongoing activities will continue in the timeframe noted above: 

Work with the NRC and Westinghouse t o  resolve outstanding issues and obtain approval for 
the APIOOOTM DCD revision 

Continue t o  provide responses to NRC RAls pertaining to the Levy COLA and Environmental 

Report 

Perform a benchmarking of Licensing activities with Southern Company’s Vogtle Units 3 & 4 
and continue to monitor Licensing activities a t  SCANA’s V. C. Summer Units 2 & 3 
Continue engineering support of NuStart Standard Plant Design Finalization 

Support NRC Advisov Committee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRSJ meetingslpresentations 

Continue engineering support of joint APIOOOn” Owners Group’s (APOG) efforts in 
Engineering Program development 
Developlrefine detail schedule segments for near-term work 
Continue strategic land acquisition for the transmission lines during partial suspension period 

- 
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Cost I 0 Schedule 0 Performance n/a Environmental nla Safety 

Quantification of Risk - C O W  

nla 

Risk USACE has questions regarding the LEDPA analysis. If the 
USACE/EPA questions regarding the LEDPA cannot be resolved 
in a reasonable time, then the FEIS and 404 permit schedules 
could be impacted. 

Trend: Previous IPP: Probability = Moderate, Impact E Significant 
Current IPP: 

The project team will provide detailed analysis to  USACE that 
clearly shows that Levy is the LEDPA site. The project team will 
also establish routine meetings with USACE to  identify 
concerns, significant challenges and open items. 

Probability = Very Low. Impact =Critical 

ResponselPlan: 

12 
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5.1.2 

The following risk matrix includes the top twelve non-COLA "near term" project risks (risks prior to 
issuance of the Full Notice to Proceed (FNTP)): 

Too Tier Proiect Risks - Non-COLA Near Term: - 2. LLE Negotiations 
3. LLE Negotiations 
4. 

5. Potential changes t o  transmission scope 

;: 8. ; 
10. Changes in timing and scope of Crystal River switchyard work 

11. 
12. Recruiting nuclear operators 
13. Land acquisition to support transmission, pipeline routing and wetland mitigation 
14. Recruiting project staffing and project controls refinement 

1 &OM I C$SCW I 4 l W M  I 4 W M  I >$WM 

*Note: Impact range5 are based on ERM-SUBS-00021 [Enterprise Risk Management Standard] 

13 

11PMA-DRlLEW-11s-000015 
11 NC-OPCPODI-1-000038 



REDACTED 

Cost 

Quantification of Risk - Non-COLA Near Term: 

0 Schedule 0 Performance nla Environmental nla Safety nla 

Marker I Short Name I EMV I 

12 I Recruitina nuclear ooerators I 1  
Land acquisition required to support transmission, pipeline 

l3 I routing andwetland mitigation 

I Total Risk Exposure - All Risks [$MI I 
The following item from the risk matrix is presented separately as an opportunity as it relates to a 
potential reduction in scope and overall project cost: 

Marker I ShoR Name I EMV 
5 1 Potential changes to transmission scope 1 -  

Discussion of "yellow" and "red" risk items from the Non-COLA Near Term risk matrix are provided 
below: please see the Appendix for discussion of remaining risks. 

Impact to: 
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Levy Nuclear Project 

Trend: 

Response/Plan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability = Low, Impact = Critical 

Impact to: 

Cost El Schedule nJa Performance n/a Environmental nla Safety nla  

Risk 

Trend: 

Response/ Plan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current I P P  Probability = Moderate, Impact = Critical 

5.2 Enterprise Risk Summary 

In addition to the project-specific risks previously discussed, there are a number of enterprise risks 
that are generally outside the control of the Company and can affect the Company's ability to 

proceed with the LNP project. 

These enterprise risks are constantly monitored as part of the LNP risk management and include 
economic conditions in Florida; economic conditions for the Company including capital market 
reactions; load growth impacts; customer rates for nuclear generation; continued state legislative 
support for nuclear generation; state energy efficiency policy and regulation; state energy and 

environmental policy and regulation; federal energy and environmental policy and regulation; and 
federal support for nuclear generation. 

15 
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The table below identifies the major contracts that have been issued by PEF for the Levy Project. PEF 
has contracted with the Joint Venture Team (JW) of Sargent & Lundy. CH2M Hill, and WorleyParSOnS 
for preparation and support of the COLA and SCA. PEF has contracted with a Consortium comprised 
of Westinghouse Electric Company and Stone & Webster for the engineering and procurement of 
plant equipment (including the nuclear island and balance-of-plant equipment) as well as for the 

construction of the plant. Finally, PEF has contracted with WEC for the fabrication of the initial core 
load of nuclear fuel. 

Levy Major Contract Portfolio ($ in millions) 

Contractor Name I ContractType I ZOlOIPPValue I Currentvalue I 

CHZM Hill, WorleyParsons) 

3 

Note 3 - 1  

I 
EPC Consi . 
. 
. 

J Y I  increase from 2010 IPP 

Additional NRC RAI Support 

Offset Boring Program 

RCCspecialty testing . Foundation design calculation revisions 

Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) and bedding mix design 

20 
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The timeline below includes key activities for LLE disposition. 

Key Points: 

Long Lead Equipment Summary: 

June 2010 - LLE PO disposition evaluation was completed. (Results of the LLE evaluation 
showed - 
July 2010 -Project team began working with Consortium and LLE vendors to  negotiate 

selected disposition 

September 2010 -Consortium receives preliminary LLE continuelsuspension terms from 

vendors 

February 1, 2011- Consortium provided final information package 

Targeting completion of LLE negotiations by April 2011 
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Long Lead Equipment Status by Component (as of 3/18/2011): 

Updates t o  the COL schedule and status are discussed in detail in Sections 2 and 4 of this IPP. The 

COL is  expected to be issued by the NRC early t o  mid-2013. 

In addition to the COL, PEF must obtain required environmental permits to support LNP plant 
construction and operation. Environmental permitting for the LNP involves certain basic steps: first, 

an application to the NRC for a COL; second, an application to the State of Florida for site 
certification; and third, applications for certain additional federal environmental permits, including 
the following: 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit for water discharge 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration air permit 

316(b) demonstration for the proposed cooling water intake 

US. Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 and Section 10 permits to construct structures in 
wetlands and regulated waterways 
Hazardous waste management and disposal 

Determination of consistency under the requirements of the Coastal Zone Management Act 
to ensure the LNP is consistent with existing federal and state coastal zone management 

plans. 

22 
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Trend 

Response/Plan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability =Very Low, Impact = Minimal 

The project team will establish a team to  review processes 
required a t  COL and procedures associated with those required 
processes. 

Discussion of “areen” risk items from the Nan-COLA Near Term risk matrix: 

Impact to: 

Cost 0 Schedule 0 Performance nla Environmental nla Safety nla 

Risk: 

Trend 

ResponselPlan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP Probability = Moderate, Impact = Minimal 

3. 

Impact to: 

Cost 0 Schedule 0 Performance nla Environmental nla Safety nla 

R i s k  

32 
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Levy Nuclear Project 

Trend Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability = Moderate, Impact = Minimal 

5. p 

Impact to: 

Cost G3 Schedule I3 Performance nla Environmental nla Safety I nia 

Risk If the revised transmission study or other transmission system 
analysis changes the scope of work, then both cost and schedule 
may be impacted. 

Trend: Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: 

PEF has outlined a timeline to do a transmission study that will 
confirm the transmission scope of work. Following the study, 
PEF will assess the impacts and adjust the scope accordingly. 
PEF is focusing its land acquisition efforts on the common 
corridor. 

Probability = Moderate, Impact = Minimal 

Response/Plan: 

~ 

Impact to: 

Cost 0 Schedule 0 Performance n/a Environmental nla Safety nla 
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Levy Nuclear Project 

Trend Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability =Very Low, Impact =Significant 

Response/Plan: 

impact to: 

Cost 13 Schedule nla Performance n/a Environmental n/a Safety n/a 

Risk 

Trend 

ResponrelPlan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability = Moderate, Impact = Moderate 

10. Change in timing and xooe  of Crvstal River switchvard work 

Impact to: 

Cost 13 Schedule 13 Performance n/a Environmental nla Safety n/a 

Risk 

Trend: 

Response/Plan: 

If the revised transmission study or other transmission system 
analysis changes requires additional work to be done at the 
Crystal River switchyard, then there is an increased potential 
that this will adversely affect the cost and schedule of this work 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: 

PEF plans to rexonduct a transmission study that will confirm 
the transmission scope. Following the study, the project team 
will inform management of any changes and will adjust the plan 
accordingly. 

Probability = Low, Impact = Moderate 
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Levy Nuclear Project 

Impact to: 

Cost 81 Schedule 81 Performance nla Environmental nla Safety nla 

Risk: 

Trend: 

ResponsejPlan: 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current IPP: Probability = Low, Impact =Significant 

12. Recruitine nuclear ooeratorr 

Impact to: 

Cost 0 Schedule 0 Performance n/a Environmental nla Safety nla 

Risk 

Trend: 

ResponselPlan: 

If PEF is unable to attract the necessary number of nuclear 
operators to support startup, commissioning and operations, 
then PEF may need to train a higher percentage of new reactor 
operators than planned which potentially could affect the 
project cost and schedule. 

Previous IPP: New Risk 
Current I P P  

The project team will develop a staffing and recruiting plan to 
support the project. 

Probability = Very Low, Impact = Minimal 
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G’RqlreaEoergy CR3 EPU IPP (Rev 3) 

Recommendation 

I .  Continuation of the extended power uprate project 10 obtain the 180 MWe to offset new plant 
construction cost with the approval of the new projected date for the implementation in 201 2.  

2. Scope 

In order IO support EPU Steam Cycle Efliciency Improvements the follov+ing Modifications have 
been implemented during the 2009 16R Refueling. This outage affords the advantage of a longer 
than normal refueling outage because of steam generator replacement. 

16R Refueling Outage 2009 BOP Efiiciencies 
o Turbine Generator (915 W e )  

Generator stator winding and Core Iron replacement (63 days) 
Generator rotor replacement 
Excitcr replacement 

o (2) Turbine generator lubricating oil cooler tube bundle replacements 
o (4) Moisture separator reheater replacements 
o (2) Condensate heat exchanger replacements 
o (8) Heater Drain Valves and piping segment replacements 
o (2) Secondary cooling heal exchanger, pump impeller and motor replacements 
o (2) Moisture separator reheater “Belly Drain” heat exchanger additions 
o Iso-phase bus duct cooler and fan housing replacement 
o ICSupdates 
o Plant Process Computer (PPCS) modifications 
o Replacc thc turbine by-pa% valves and mufflers 
o (2) Aunospheric Dump Valve replacement 

17RPowcr Uprate 2012. (RX + 15.5%,TG 1080MWe) 

o (2) Low Pressure ‘Turbine replacements 
o High Pressure Turbine replaccmenl 
o ICs updates and Safely System Modif idom 
o De-aerator Bypass line 
o (2) Booster Feed Pumps Impellers and Motor replacements 
o (2) Main Feed Pump Impellers and Turbine Horse Power Rerate 

Page 9 of 27 
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@-Energy CR3 EPU IPP (Rev 3) 

4. Estimated Project Cost 

Estimated Caoital Cost 

With this Revision. there are no changes lo the EPU IPP Capital Financial View. The AFUDC 
decreases S2.1M due lo a recalculation based on more detailed component in-service dates. 

CAPEX 
2.0' T.1.l 
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CR3 EPU IPP (Rev 3) 

6. Risk Assessment 

Integral to the Project is the process for evaluating and managing risk. Each Task Manager is 
responsible for identifying risk items, documenting the risk items in the (Action Item Management 
System) A I M S  database, evaluating each risk item, and developing an action plan to manage the risk 
to acceptable levels. Risk items identified will be documented in AIMS Risk Management Database 
and dispositional using one of three methods: 

- . Mitigation planning (Risk Matrix - REI) area) 
Develop Contingency plans (Risk Matrix - YELLOW area) 
Accept the risk (Risk Matrix -GREEN area) 

Each evaluation is complete when actions arc identified that move the risk item into a green area 
shown in the Risk Mahix discussed in this section of the IPP. The Risk Management planning phased 
of Detailed Task Plan (DTP) development commenced the 2nd quaner of 2008 and will continue 
through the RFO-17 planning effort. This timing was established following the transition into detailed 
design development and solidifying conceptual implementation plans in 2008. These implementation 
strategies are now carried forward into DTPs and the Risk Management Process. Thc process is 
described in thc following section. 

Risk items that fall into the red area require mitigation actions to reduce the risk. A follow up 
evaluation will occur assuming thc mitigation actions arc implemented. The follow-up evaluation 
should result in reduced risk such that the result will fall into thc yellow or green risk area. If the item 
results in a green risk, the evaluation is complete and the mitigation actions will be tracked in AIMS 
to closure. If the s c c o n d q  evaluation (assuming the mitigation plan is fully implemented) yields a 
result in the yellow arca, a contingency plan must also be established to deal with the event. if it 
occurs. Development of the contingency plan with inclusion in the DTP and contingency funding 
should lower the risk to green. When performing the initial risk evaluation, the result of the evaluation 
falls into the yellow area a contingency plan as described in the previous paragraph is required to 
drive the risk to grew, a manageable area from a risk perspective. The evaluation matrix is shown for 
discussion purposes. 
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@ p m B B s s b  CR3 EPU IPP (Rev 3) 

7. Contract 8 Procurement Strategy 

rage 2oor27 
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Contractors Name Contract Type Original Value Current Value 

CR3 EPU IPP (Rev 3) @RaFoEnerSv 

Pricing Method 

Table 2: Contract Portfolio 

8. Regulatory Requirements 

8.1 Permitting 
There are two primary regulatory ‘pcrmits’ required 1) Site Certification from the Florida 
D e p m e n t  of Environmental Protcction (FDEP), and 2) License Amcndmenl from the NRC. 
PEF rcccived an amended “Conditions of Ccrtification” or COC for Units 3,4, and 5, in August 
2008. CR3 was not issued a separatc COC. The COC recognizes PEF‘s intention to wnstruct a 
new cooling tower to mitigate thermal impacts from the EPU in order to maintain compliance 
with the existing NPDES permit. 

The primary approval for the Extended Power Uprate change in Rated Thermal Power by the 
NRC will be an extensive license amendment request schcduled to be filed in mid 2010. As 
other separable items or issues are idcntified they will be pursued earlier and separately to allow 
the EPU to be as straight-tbmard as possible. The initial effort will be to mwt with the 
appropriate NRC staff to determine if formal review and approval is necessary. The inpuIs lo the 
EPU LAR as well as any other regulatory approvals are addressed in the ovcrall project schedulc 
and controlled like any other project task. 
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license Application ZOO5 - ZOOS 2009 
1,843,533 

Actuals I11 3,249.444 

Budget 111 

mu) 2011 ‘4 2012 2013 

1,590,257 1,171,945 1,904,456 403,715 

2,563,210 263,299 

(I) Prior to 2009 all expenses were cotegorized os Project Management or PowerBlock Engineering. However licensing expenses were 
captured in o support project under the licensing tosk L0401. These costs were adjusted to the lkensing project in the first quarter of 2009; 
therefore, 2009 includes 011 licensing ond much of the Arevo WA84 activities costs up to ond including 2009. Since the LAR Preparation 
cotegory wos not being used prior to 2009, there wos no budget in prior yeors for the category. Engineering and Licensing Budgets were 
determined by segragoting tosk item 14 from section 10 of Arevo controct 1016.59 WA84. All other tosks were identified os engineering. 

(2) 2009 Filing Schedules differs from this breakdown os follows: 
Budget for 2009 of $16,162,894 included $14,319,361 engineering related expenses 
Actuols for 2009 of $20,016,839 incIuded$l8,033,632 engineering expenses and did not include any Arevo WA84 C023 

payment 0-0 correction to recotegorize this payment is scheduled to be completed in 2011) 

(3) 2010 Filing Schedules differs from this breakdown os follows: 
Actuols for 2010 of $3,265,805 included $702,675 engineering expenses (0 correction to recotegorize these payments 

ore scheduled to be completed in 2011) 

(4) 2011 Actuals are for Jonuary . Morch only 

11NC-OPCINTI-1-000001 



REDACTED 

CR3 EPU Expenses Submitted on 2010 True-Up Filing T-6 Schedule 2010 

Areva LAR Re-Write Activities C/O 23 
Areva LAR Inputs (51-Doc) 
Areva C/o's not Licensing Support 
NRC Charges 
PE Company Labor and Expenses 
Augmented Labor and Expenses 
Worley Parsons 
Holtec Int'l 
Maracor Software & Engineering 
Scientech 
Tetra Tech 

Subtotol of UR Submittitol Related Expenses 

Licensing Expenses on 2010 T-6 Schedule 

2010 Licensing Expenses needing to be adjusted in 2011 
Areva C/O'S not Licensing Support 
PE Company Labor and Expense from Licensing to Engineering 
Holtec Int'l from Licensing to Engineering 
Scientech from Licensing t o  Engineering 
Worley Parsons 
Adjustment of 2010 Charges from Licensing to Engineering 

Actual Licensing Expenses incurred in 2010 

34,442.00 
634.114.17 

34,442.00 
634,114.17 

3,265,884.90 - 3,265,884.90 

1 of 1 

3,265,884.90 - - - 
0 

-7,039.00 

-702,675.29 

2,563,209.61 - 

11NC-OPCINTl-1-000002 



RED ACTED 

CR3 EPU Licensing Expenses Submitted on 2009 True-Up Filing T-6 Schedule 2009 

1 of 1 

Engineering Related Expenses 
Areva Non-Licensing Engineering 
Other Misc Non-Licensing Engineering Related Expenses 
PE Company tabor, Augmented tabor, Non-Licensing Expenses 

Subtotal of Engineering Related Expenses 

Actual Expenses January ~ June 2009 (Pre-expert panel) 
Areva LAR Inputs (51-Doc) 
PE Company and Augmented Labor and Expenses Jan-Jun 

Subtotol of LAR Submlttltal Related Expenses Jonuafy - lune 2009 (Pre-expert panel) 

Actual Expenses July - December 2009 (Post-expert panel) 
Areva LAR Rewrite Activities CO-23 
PE Company and Augmented Labor and Expenses Jul-Oec 
Areva LAR Support Progress Payment 
Excel Services June-Dec 
NRC Charges 
Adjustment of 2008 Charges to Permitting 

Licensing Expenses on 2009 T-6 Schedule 

Subtotal of U R  Submittltol Related Fxpenses July. December 2009 (Post-expert panel) 

Actual 2009 licensing Expenses Incurred 
LAR Submitted Expenses January - December 2009 
Adjustment of 2009 Charges for Areva WA 84 CO-23 from Engineering to Licensing 

Actud licensing Expenses Incurred in 2009 

17,520,137.00 
67,970.03 

445,525.00 
18,033,632.00 

D 
21,798.00 

821,798.00 

126,667.50 
-106,077.00 

1,161,408.88 

20,016,838.88 

1,983,206.88 

m 
3,249,443.88 

~ 

11NC-OPCINT1-1-000003 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 


In re: Nuclear Power Plant Cost Recovery Docket No. 11 0009-EI 
Clause 

Second Request for Confidential Classification 


DOCUMENTS RESPONSIVE TO CITIZENS' 

INTERROGATORY NO.2 


BEARING BATES NOS. 

IlNC-OPCINTl-2-000001 


Through 

IlNC-OPCINTl-2-000118 


ARE REDACTED IN THEIR ENTIRETY 




PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000007 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Request for Production 
$0. 1, Bates No. 1lNC- 
)PCPOD1-1-000008 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
ks t  Request for Production 
To. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD 1 - 1-ooOo10 

PAGF./LINE/ 
COLUMN 

lst block. 1'' 2 bullet uoints 
in their entirety; 9" block, 
2nd bullet oint, last two 
words; 10 block, 1" bullet 
point, 2"d line, third and 
fourth words, 2"d bullet 
point, znd line in its 
entirety, Last block, last 
three words 

I" block, 2nd line, last four 
words, last line in its 
entirety; 2"d block in its 
entirety except 1" two 
words; 4" block, 2"d 
sentence in its entirety; 7'h 
block in its entirety except 
First sentence; 2"d 
paragraph from end of 
page in its entirety 

Bottom of page, 2"d 
:olumn, numbers in lines 3 
hrough 9 and 14 through 
16 

JUSTIFICATION 

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

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

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

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

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

1 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. IINC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000011 

?EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
To. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000012 

PAGELINE/ 
COLUMN 

rable 2"d column, 
lumbers in lines 1 through 
11, 15 through 20 and 23 
.hrough 24, last bullet point 
,n page 

1'' paragraph, 1" line, 
welfth word; 1" Table, all 
nformation exclusive of 
ieadings, 2"' Table, 
:olumns 2 through 6, all 
nformation exclusive of 
ieadings 

JUSTIFICATION 

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

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

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

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

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

2 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
OPCPOD 1 - 1-000013 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. IINC- 
3PCPODl-1-000016 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
Tirst Request for Production 
\io. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPOD 1 - 1-0000 17 

PAGWLINW 
COLUMN 

Is' paragraph, 2"' line, 
fourth word to end, 4" line, 
last word, last line, fust 
word; 2"d paragraph, 2"d 
line, fifth word 

Paragraph numbered 1 in 
ts entirety; last three 
magraphs in their entirety 

1'' Paragraphs numbered 4 
ind 5 in their entirety 

3 

JUSTIFICATION 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
2onfidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
sn favorable terms. 

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1lNC- 
3PCPODl-1-000021 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
IPCPOD 1 - 1-oooO22 

'EF Response to Citizens' 

PAGEILINEI 
COLUMN 

Last table on page. 3" 
:olumn in its entirety 
:xclusive of heading 

Is' Table, last column in its 
mtirety, 2"d and 3rd tables 
ast column in their entirety 
:xclusive of headings 

,ast paragraph in its 

4 

JUSTIFICATION 

The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
rhe document portions in question 
:ontain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

5366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
:onfidential contractual 
nformation, the disclosure of 
mhich would impair PEF's efforts 
.o contract for goods or services 
In favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
rhe document portions in question 
:ontain confidential information 
.elating to competitive business 
nterests, the disclosure of which 
Mould impair the competitive 
msiness of the provider/owner of 
he information. 

i366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

yist Request for Production 
To. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000023 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
DPCPOD 1 - 1 -oooO30 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
OPCPOD 1 - 1-oooO3 1 

PAGFJLJNW 
COLUMN 

mtirety except 1"' five 
Hords 

2"d from last paragraph, 1" 
line, ninth word, 2" line, 
:ighth word 

Last table, 2"d, 3Td and 41h 

columns in their entirety 
exclusive of headings 

JUSTIFICATION 

The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 

5 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

)OCUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
Tirst Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
lPCPOD1-1-000032 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Request for Production 
40. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD1-1-000033 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
?rst Request for Production 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

2"d, 3'' and 4" columns of 
table in their entirety 
exclusive of headings and 
last number in last row 

Table columns 2 through 6 
in their entirety exclusive 
of headings, last paragraph, 
2"d line. 1" four words 

2"' paragraph, 3'' line, 
rourth and fifth words from 

JUSTIFICATION 

contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the pmvider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 

6 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

\lo. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000034 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
:ust Request for Production 
\lo. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
IPCPODI - 1400035 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
yirst Request for Production 
\To. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD 1- 1-000037 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

:nd. 4'" line, third and 
ourth words from end; 3d 
magraph, 1'' line, fifth, 
;ixth, ninth and tenth 
words; COLA chart, 31d, 4" 
md 7'h blocks from left 

rable lines 1, 5,  8,9, 10 
md 14 in their entirety 

st Table. Last column in 
ts entirety exclusive of 
leading 

7 

JUSTIFICATION 

confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providedowner of 
the information. 

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1- 1 -oooO38 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1INC- 
3PCPODl-1-000039 

>EF Response to Citizens' 
:ist Request for Production 
go. I, Bates No. 1 INC- 

PAGELINE/ 
COLUMN 

Line numbered 2, last six 
words; line numbered 2, 
last three words, Lines 
numbered 4, 5,7, 8 and 11 
in their entirety 

1'' Table, Column 1, Line 
Vo. 2 last six words, Line 
Vo. 3 last three words, 
Lines No. 4, 6,7, 8 and 11 
n their entirety; Table Col. 
2 in its entirety exclusive 
if heading; 2"d table, 1" 
ine last word, Paragraph 
lumbered in its entirety, 
magraph titled Risk in its 
:ntirety 

1" paragraph titled 
iesponsfllan in its 
mtirety, Paragraph 

JUSTIFICATION 

relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providdowner of 
the information. 

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

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

$366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 

8 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

OPCPODI-1-000040 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
OPCPOD 1 - 1-oOOO45 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 1, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000046 

PAGEILINEI 
COLUMN 

Number 6 in its entirety, 
Paragraph titled Risk in its 
entirety; 2"d Paragraph 
titled ResponsePlan in its 
entirety 

1'' Table, all information in 
columns 2 and 3 exclusive 
of headings, Notes 1, 2 and 
3 in their entirety, 1'' four 
bullet points in their 
entirety 

Key Points in their 
mtirety; 1'' bullet point, 2"d 
.ine, last four words, 4" 
mullet point, last two words 

9 

JUSTIFICATION 

information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
2ontain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

)OCUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
go. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
IPCPOD 1 - 1-000047 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
$0. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
IPCPODl- l-ooOO57 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
k s t  Request for Production 
io. 1, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPODI- 1-OOOO58 

PAGEILINEY 
COLUMN 

Table, all information 
exclusive of headings 

Paragraph No. 2, last three 
words; Paragraphs titled 
Risk and ResponselPlans in 
their entirety, Paragraph 
No. 3, last three words 

1" Paragraph titled 
ResponsOlan in its 
mtirety, Line No. 7 in its 
mtirety, 2"d paragraph 

10 

JUSTIFICATION 

interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Ha. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 1, Bates No. 1INC- 
OPCPODI-1-000059 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
Vo. I, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD1-1-000060 

PAGEILINEI 
COLUMN 

titled Risk in its entirety 

All paragraphs titled 
ResponselPlan and Risk in 
their entirety, Paragraph 
No. 6 in its entirety 

Paragraph No. 11 and 
Paragraph titled Risk and 
ResponseE'lan in their 
xtirety 

JUSTIFICATION 

which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providedowner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain Confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD1-2-000011 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1-2-oooO15 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD1-2-000016 

PAGFJLINW 
COLUMN 

No. 1 2"' paragraph in its 
entirety 

Entire page 

Entire page 

JUSTIFICATION 

would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

#366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential Contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information. the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

IOCUMENT 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
3rst Request for Production 
40. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD1-2-000018 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
ks t  Request for Production 
To. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD1-2-000019 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

htire page 

three paragraphs in $1 

ntirety 

JUSTIFICATION 

to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Ha. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providdowner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

8366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 

13 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
+st Request for Production 
Vo. 2, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD1-2-000022 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
To. 2, Bates No. 1lNC- 
IPCPODl-2-000023 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
5rst Request for Production 
To. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
)PCPOD 1 -3-0ooOOl 

PAGE/LINW 
COLUMN 

%tire page exclusive of 
leading 

rable, last three columns in 
heir entirety exclusive of 
ieadings 

intire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providedowner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 

14 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPODI-3-000002 

3-0000 19 
through 11NC-OPCPODI- 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. IINC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-000020 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000027 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Entire Document 

15 

JUSTIFICATION 

on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to Competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 3, Bates No. 1lNC- 
3PCPOD 1 -3-oooO28 
.hrough 1 INC-OPCPOD1- 
3400041 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-000042 
through 11NC-OPCPODl- 
3-000050 

PAGEILINEI 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Entire Document 

Entire Document PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1 -3-oooO5 1 
through 11NC-OPCPOD1- 
3-000055 

16 

JUSTIFICATION 

the information 

#366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

30CUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Request for Production 
\To. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD 1-3-000056 
hrough 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-oooo64 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Request for Production 
\To. 3, Bates No. 1INC- 
3PCPOD1-3-000065 
hrough 11NC-OPCPODl- 
3-oooO71 

PAGEnINEJ 
COLUMN 

h i r e  Document 

%tire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

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

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

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

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

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

17 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. IINC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-oooO72 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000076 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPODI-3-000077 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-oooO84 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-000085 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3400093 

PAGEILINEY 
COLUMN 

Mire Document 

Entire Document 

Entire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
:onfidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
,o contract for goods or services 
m favorable terms. 

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

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

$366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providdowner of 
the information. 

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



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
Fis t  Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-000094 
through 1 INC-OPCPOD1- 
3400099 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 1 INC- 
OPCPOD 1-3-000100 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000116 

PAGEnINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Entire Document 

19 

JUSTIFICATION 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

#366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD1-3-000117 
through 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000 120 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD 1-3-OOO121 
hrough 11NC-OPCPOD1- 
3-0001 26 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
%st Request for Production 
\lo. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 

hrough 11NC-OPCPODl- 
!-000130 

lPCPOD1-3-000127 

PAGE/LINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Entire Document 

3ntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

#366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF‘s efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

5366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
rhe document in question contains 
zonfidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF’s efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
m favorable terms. 

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 

20 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
Vo. 3, Bates No. 1lNC- 
3PCPOD 1-3-0001 3 1 
.bough 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000133 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
zirst Request for Production 
To. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD 1-3-000134 
hrough 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
3-000139 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Zntire Document 

Wire Document 

21 

JUSTIFICATION 

The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

First Request for Production 
No. 3, Bates No. 11NC- 
3PCPOD 1-3-000140 
:hrough 1 INC-OPCPOD1- 
3-000153 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
\lo. 4, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPOD1-4-000001 
hrough 1 INC-OPCPOD1- 
1-oooO18 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
go. 4, Bates No. 11NC- 
IPCPOD 1-4-oooO19 
hrough 11NC-OPCPODI- 
1-000022 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

ktire Document 

3ntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 

22 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
To. 4, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPOD1-4-000023 
hrough 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
I-ooOo26 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
Tist Request for Production 
\To. 4, Bates No. IINC- 
3PCPOD 1 -4-000027 
hrough 1 INC-OPCPODI- 
l-ooOo44 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
k t  Request for Production 

PAGELINE/ 
COLUMN 

%tire Document 

%tire Document 

?mire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 

23 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

Vo. 4, Bates No. 1 INC- 
3PCPODI -4-000045 
.hrough 1 lNC-OPCPODl- 
GO00079 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
Tist Request for Production 
Vo. 4, Bates No. 1 INC- 
IPCPODl-4-000080 
hrough 11NC-OPCPOD1- 
1-000088 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Request for Production 
go. 4, Bates No. 1 INC- 
)PCPOD1-4-000089 
hrough 11NC-OPCPODl- 
1-000132 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

ktire Document 

3ntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

#366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 

24 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Request for Production 
No. 4, Bates No. 11NC- 
OPCPOD 1-4-0001 33 
through 11NC-OPCPODl- 
4-000135 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Interrogatories No. 1, 
Bates No. 1 INC-OPCINT1- 
1-000001 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Interrogatories No. 1, 
Bates No. 11NC-OPCINT1- 

PAGELINFJ 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

Paragraph No. 2), line, 
third word 

Table 2”d column, numbers 
sn lines 1 through 3 , 6  
through 11, 14 and 16 

JUSTIFICATION 

relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
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PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

1-000002 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Interrogatories No. 1, 
Bates No. IINC-OPCINT1- 
1-000003 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
%st Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 11NC-OPCINTI- 
1-000001 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

through 18 

rable 2"d column, numbers 
in lines 7, 11, 13, 14 and 
21 

%tire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
zonfidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
sn favorable terms. 

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
zontain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 

26 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
1-000002 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
:irst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
?-000003 through 11NC- 
3PCINT1-2-000006 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
:ist Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
!-000007 through 1 INC- 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

%tire Document 

Zntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

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

$366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
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Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

3PCINT 1 -2-OOOOO9 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
Tist Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
!-000010 through 11NC- 
IPCINT 1 -2-oooO23 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTl- 
!-000024 through 1 INC- 
)PCINT1-2-000025 

PAGEnlNW 
COLUMN 

Zntire Document 

ktire Document 

28 

JUSTIFICATION 

which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in questior 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

$366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providerlowner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contain: 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 110009-E1 
Second Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. 1 INC-OPCINT1- 
1-000026 through 11NC- 
3PCINT1-2-oooO27 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
!-000028 through 1 INC- 
IPCINTI -2-oooO29 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 11NC-OPCINT1- 
!-000030 through 11NC- 
)PCINT1-2-00003 1 

PAGELINE/ 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

3ntire Document 

3ntire Document 
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JUSTIFICATION 

would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

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

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

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

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
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IOCUMENT 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
%st Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINT1- 
!-000032 through 1lNC- 
IPCINTl-2-0OOO57 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
3rst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 11NC-OPCINTI- 
!-000058 through 1 INC- 
IPCINT 1-2-oooO60 

PAGEILINW 
COLUMN 

3ntire Document 

Wire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
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PEF Response to Citizens' 
First Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. 11NC-OPCINTI 

3PCINT 1-2-oo0073 
2-000061 through 11NC- 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
3rst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 11NC-OPCINTl 
Loo0074 through 11NC- 
3PCINT1-2-000075 

'EF Response to Citizens' 
jirst Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 11NC-OPCINT1 
!Loo0076 through 1 INC- 
~PCINTl-2-0OOO77 

PAGEILINEI 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

5ntire Document 

Zntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
on favorable terms. 

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

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

$366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain conftdential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providerlowner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEF's efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
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PEF Response to Citizens’ 
First Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. IlNC-OPCINTl- 
2-oooO78 through IlNC- 
OPCINT 1-2-000080 

First Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. 11NC-OPCINT1- 

OPCINT 1 -2-oooO83 
2-oooO81 through 11NC- 

PAGFJLINW 
COLUMN 

Entire Document 

3ntire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

on favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providedowner of 
the information. 

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

$366.093(3)(e), Ha. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the providedowner of 
the information. 

5366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document in question contains 
Zonfidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of 
which would impair PEFs efforts 
to contract for goods or services 
3n favorable terms. 

5366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
:ontain confidential information 
:elating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
miness of the pmvider/owner of 
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?EF Response to Citizens’ 
Fist Interrogatories No. 2, 
Bates No. 1 lNC-OPCINl7- 
!-oooO84 through 11NC- 
3PCINT1-2-Oo0110 

’EF Response to Citizens’ 
3 r s t  Interrogatories No. 2, 
3ates No. 1 INC-OPCINTI- 
!-OOO 11 1 through 11NC- 
3PCINT1-2-000118 

PAGE/LINE/ 
COLUMN 

&ire Document 

%tire Document 

JUSTIFICATION 

the information. 

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

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

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

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