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Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 110000 - Undocketed Filings - 2012 FEECA Report Data Collection 

Dear Ms. Cole: 

Enclosed for filing on behalf of Florida Power & Light Company ("FPL") are an 
original and 5 copies of FPL's responses to Staffs First Data Request dated May 19,201 1. 

Please contact me should you or your staff have any questions regarding this filing. 

Enclosure 
CC: Lawrence Harris 
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Q. 
Please provide two tables comparing the cumulative demand and energy savings achieved 
against the cumulative goals for the six year period 2005 - 2010. All savings reported should be 
“at the generator.” 

a. For Table A, use the goals established in 2004 for all six years. 

% I I % 

b. For Table B, use the goals established in 2004 for years 2005-2009 and the goals established 
in 2009 for year 2010. 

lable A 

A. 
Please see attached file. Please note that Commission-approved goals for FPL established in 
2004 were set at the meter level. For purpses  of this data request, those goals, as well as FPL’s 
achieved savings, have been convert1:d to generator level values. In 2009, the 
Commission-established goals were set at the generator level so no conversion was required. 
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Q. 
If your utility had any active solar renewable programs in 2010, please complete the following 
table for each program. Please add rows as necessary to provide other pertinent information that 
may be helpful to staff in determining whel:her these programs have been successful. 

Solar Renewable Programs Active in 2010 
Name of Program 
Program Implementation Date 
Vendor Name (if applicable) 
Number of Installations 
kWh Savings Per Installation 
Summer kw Savings 
Winter kw Savings 
Cost of Equipment 
Incentive Amount Paid to Customer 
Other incentiveshebates customer received 
Total Expenditures ($) 

A. 
FPL did not have any active solar renewable programs in 2010 because FPL's proposed 
programs did not receive Commission approval until 201 1. 
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Year 
201 0 

Summer ( NMI) 
Goal I Achieeci  I Difference 
42.7 I 36.1 I 66 I 

Year 
201 0 

Energy (GWH) 1-1 
Goal I Achieeci  I Difference 
84.7 I 63.3 I 214 I 
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concerns. First, as evidenced by the Commission’s approved cost-effectiveness 
methodology, there are numerous avoided cost impacts associated with DSM. These cost 
impacts include: DSM program costs; avoided generation capital and O&M; avoided 
transmission capital and O&M; avoided distribution capital and O&M; net system fuel costs; 
and net system environmental compliance costs. All of these types of cost impacts are driven, 
in part or wholly, by the kW reduction of DSM and these cost impacts vary from 
year-to-year, even for a kW reduced in a particular year. Therefore, there is no way to 
accurately portray the total avoided ccst impact of a kW reduced with a single $/kW value. 
The Commission’s approved cost-effectiveness methodology does not attempt to create or 
utilize such a value for purposes of etahating DSM. Second, at least in regard to avoided 
generation, a kW reduced in a given y:ar may have no effect on the eventual cost impact of 
avoiding generation. What is important is that the total amount of demand reduction needed 
to avoid a generating unit is met by the year in which the unit is to be avoided. The fact that 
FPL may be a megawatt ahead or behind in any given earlier year is inconclusive. For 
example, if FPL must reduce demand by 200 MW by year 5 to avoid a generating unit, and 
by year 5 it has reduced demand by 200 MW, it does not matter if in a prior year FPL failed 
to meet, or exceeded, a particular kWor MW goal. At that point in time, it is simply too early 
to tell if the 200 MW total value will be met. 



Florida Power B Light Company 

Dckt 11OOOO-Staffs First Data Request 
Interrogatory No. 4 
Page 1 of 1 

Q. 
Please also estimate how the difference beiween the goals and actual achievements referenced in 
Question three has impacted the general body of FPL ratepayers with regard to: 

a. generation costs 
b. fuel costs 
c. transmission costs 
d. distribution costs 
e. greenhouse gas emissions 
f. jobs with the State of Florida 

A. 
As indicated in FPL’s response to Data Request No. 3, FPL’s total combined DSM achievements 
(residential and commercial) exceed the total combined FPL DSM Goals for 2010. 
Consequently, there is no negative impact arising when considering actual DSM achievement 
versus DSM Goals for items (a) through (I:) listed in this data request. (In addition, three of the 
items listed above; generation costs, transmission costs, and distribution costs, will not be 
impacted until a particular facility is actually avoided or deferred in the future.) 

In regard to item (f), jobs within Florida, FPL does not project, capture, or track job creation 
impacts resulting from its DSM plan, nor does FPL presently have the means to accurately 
estimate this information. The primary goal of DSM programs is to promote customer 
installation of conservation measures as a means of reducing electricity consumption. Most of 
the work involved in installing these conservation measures at customers’ premises is performed 
by third-party contractors who are not required to report employee counts to FPL. 

Estimating jobs created as a result of consc:rvation spending associated with FPL’s DSM Plan is 
very different from estimating jobs creat(:d by FPL-run, large, capital intensive construction 
projects (such as commercial-scale solar projects), where job creation is relatively 
straightfonvard to track. 
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Q. 
As indicated in FPL’s Annual DSM Report filed on March 1, 201 1, the following programs did 
not achieve projected cumulative participation levels in 201 0: Residential Building Envelope 
Program and Residential New Construction (Buildsmart) Program. Please explain why the 
projected cumulative participation levels (:!005-2010) have not been achieved for these programs 
as described below. 

The Residential Building Envelope program was 25,500 participants short of the cumulative 
number of participants FPL projected this program would have in 2010. As of 2010, this 
program has only reached 7.82% of eligible customers, whereas FPL projected it would have 
reached 10.5% of eligible customers by 2010. 

The Residential New Construction (Buildsmart) Program was 26,571 participants short of the 
cumulative number of participants FPL projected this program would have in 2010. As of 2010, 
this program has only reached 4.78% of eligible customers, whereas FPL projected it would have 
reached 12.2% of eligible customers by 2010. 

A. 
It should be noted that despite the fact that the two cited programs fell short of their originally 
forecasted cumulative participation levels for 201 0, FPL still met its Commission-established 
Residential energy and demand savings goals for 2010 by achieving higher than forecasted 
participation in other programs. FPL expects, as the Commission and staff have previously 
noted, that since participation forecasts are merely estimates based on reasonable assumptions 
made at the time the forecasts are developed, actual results will deviate from the forecasts, both 
above and below. It is also plausible to expect that such deviations may increase as the time 
from the original forecast date to the present period grows. 

0 Residential Building Envelope Program - About 20,000 of 2010’s 25,000 cumulative 
deficit is a carry-forward accrued i n  the first couple forecast years, 2005 and 2006. 
Beginning in 2007, FPL increased inccmtives which increased participation to approximately 
the originally-projected annual levels. However, beginning in 2009, participation began to 
fall short of projections, which FPL klelieves is primarily due to the impact of the general 
economic downturn on these types of voluntary measures which make up this program. 

Residential New Construction (BuildSmart) Program - The eligible customer base for 
FPL’s Buildsmart program is comprir,ed of new housing starts. The lower than originally 
forecasted 2010 and cumulative participation in the program is the direct result of the 
dramatic decline in the number of housing starts, which began several years ago, stemming 
from the cratering of the construction and housing industry and general economic recession. 

0 


