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PROCEEDI NG
(Transcript follows in sequence from Vol une 2.)
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON CONTI NUED
BY MR GUYTON:

Q Ms. Kingston, please sunmarize your direct
testinony for the comm ssioners.

A Chai rman Graham Comm ssioners. Let net tell
you sone basic facts about the Okeechobee C ean Energy
Center, Unit 1. 1'mgoing to refer to it going forward as
t he Ckeechobee Unit.

The Okeechobee Unit is an approximtely 1, 600
Megawatt, three on one, natural gas conbined-cycle unit.
It has a projected in service date of June 2019, and an
estinmated cost of $1.2 billion.

The project wll be |ocated on approximately
250 acres of |land of an FPL owned parcel of over
2,000 acres in northeast Ckeechobee County. The remai nder
of the site is being evaluated as a site for future sol ar
PV capacity.

| want to focus on three main thenes fromny
testinony; cost, reliability, and clean energy. Starting
with cost, as | nentioned before, the estimated cost for
the unit is 1.2 billion. FPL has a proven track record of
constructing conbi ned cycle power plants on budget and on

schedul e. Since 2005, FPL has conpl eted construction of

Premier Reporting Reported by: Johana Kesterson



Florida Public Service Commission 12/1/2015
315

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

ei ght conbined cycle units, and all of themwere conpleted
on or bel ow budget.

In addition to this, FPL is planning to annually
report to PFC director or economc regul ation the actual
and estimated cost of the unit, conpared to the estimated
total and service cost.

The Okeechobee unit is projected to have the
| onest heat rate of any fossil fueled conbi ned-cycle
plant, not only in our fleet, but in the entire state of
Florida. This neans significant fuel savings to FPL's
cust oners.

Relitability: FPL's fossil fleet performance
consistently exceeds industry averages. FPL is often
ranked "Top decile" or "Best in class" anong its |large
electric utility peers. The addition of the Okeechobee
unit to this fleet is expected to be no different.

The Okeechobee unit is expected to have an
equi val ent availability factor of 95.5 percent. This is
significantly better than the U S. industry average of
87.1 percent. The unit's planned outage factor is only
3.5 percent, and its forced outage factor is 1 percent.

Having a highly reliability unit alone, though,
I's not enough. It's critical that we have a reliable
connection to our transm ssion system That being said,

i n August of 2015, the Florida Reliability Coordinating
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Counsel conpleted its review of the units proposed
connection to to transmssion grid, and they stated the
followi ng; and | quote, "The proposed inner connection and
integration plan for OCEC wll be reliable, adequate and
wi Il not adversely inpact the reliability of the FRCC
transm ssion system" Having an efficient and highly
reliable unit to serve or custoners will increase FPL's
overall systemreliability.

Cl ean energy; as an energy conpany FPL
constructs and operates its power plants consistent with
our highly efficient generating fleets. The Okeechobee
unit is projected to be the cleanest and nost efficient
fossil fueled fired unit in our fleet and in the state of
Fl orida. Being the cleanest neans that the unit woul d be
using the cl eanest of fossil fuels, natural gas, as its
primary fuel source. |In addition to this, the unit is
projected to be using state of the art conbi ned-cycle
t echnol ogy, conbustion controlled equi pnent and air
control pollution equipnment. FPL already operates one of
the cl eanest generating fleets in the nation. The
addi tion of the Okeechobee unit to this fleet will further
that distinction. The unit will also help with FPL's
substantial progress towards reduci ng CO2 em ssions system
wi de.

This project wll bring other real benefits to
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the state of Florida. It is estimated that the project
will generate $239 million in tax revenues over the life
of the project. This is noney that will be going to the
| ocal governnent and the school district. In addition to
this, during construction the project will require 650
tenporary jobs, and it wll create 30 permanent new
positions in Ckeechobee County.

A delay in the determ nation of need for the
Ckeechobee unit could delay the unit's certification and
start of construction. This could result in an in-service
date later than when the unit is needed. Such a del ay
woul d defer the operation of this |Iow cost reliable and
cl ean asset. This concludes ny sunmmary.

MR, GUYTON: | msspoke earlier. Her exhibits
are identified as Exhibit 15 through 26, not 27.

CHAl RVAN GRAHAM  Ckay.

MR GUYTON: Wth that, we tender Wtness
Ki ngston for Cross-exam nation.

THE COURT: OPC.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. CHRI STENSEN:
Q Thank you. | just have brief questions. On
page 15 of your direct testinony, you state that planned
outage factor for this unit is 2.2 percent; is that

correct?
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A We actually updated that in the errata that |

filed.
Q Ckay. In your --
A So that should be 3.5 percent.
Q Ckay.
A And in addition to that, the forced outage

factor should be just one percent and the EAF 95.5.

Q Ckay. Is that, to your know edge, better or
wor se EAF than a unit -- a conbined-cycle unit that was
put into service in this '90s? Wuld you expect this unit
to be nore reliability or less reliability than a unit
that was put into service in 1990's, let's say 1999.

A Assumi ng that a unit put in to service in the
1990' s was using an ol der technol ogy, I would assune that
this would be a nore efficient unit, but I would need to
see those specifications to know for sure.

Q Ckay. Is the -- would you say, on an overal
basi s, the planned outages versus the forced outages, the
newer technology is nore reliable on a whole than ol der
t echnol ogy, conbi ned-cycl e technol ogy?

A As the business grows, the technol ogy becones
nore reliable and nore efficient, so | believe that woul d
be a true statenent.

Q Ckay. And are you famliar wth your solar --

woul d you agree that FPL has added the sol ar technol ogy
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over the last 10 years, that it did not previously have on
its systenf

A Yes. FPL added approximtely a hundred and ten
megawatts of solar generation, | believe it was in 2009,
2010.

M5. CHRI STENSEN: Okay. | have no further
guestions. Thank you.
CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  ECOSWF.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR MARSHALL:

Q Hel l o, Ms. Kingston. Since 1990, FPL has
substantially inproved the operating performance of its
fossil fuel generating fleet?

A Yes, that is correct.

Q And that includes a substantial inprovenent in
the reduction of forced outage rates?

A Yes. However, | do not have those nunbers in
front of ne.

Q But you know that they have inproved?

A Yes.

Q Equi val ent availability factor represents plant
availability, and is a nmeasure of the percent capacity
avai l able froma generating unit to provide electricity
t hroughout a year?

A Right. The percentage of tinme a unit is
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available to go into service, regardless if its called.

Q And over the past 10 years, FPL has achi eved an
equi val ent availability factor for its fleet of
92.7 percent?

A Let nme check that nunber fromny testinony.
92. 7 percent, correct.

Q And the U. S. industry average equi val ent
avai lability factor is 87.1 percent?

A Yes.

Q Meani ng that conpared to the U S. industry
average, FPL's generating units tend to be avail able for
di spatch nore often? They're nore avail abl e?

A They have a hi gher EAF, yes.

MR. MARSHALL: Thank you. No further questions.
CHAl RVAN GRAHAM  SACE.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR WHI TLOCK:
Q Good afternoon, M. Kingston
A Good afternoon.

Q On page 6 of your testinony, on the projected

cost, you have it projected around $1.2 billion; is that
still accurate, as we sit here today?
A The current capital cost estimate for the plant

is 1,231, 700,000, and that was the nunber that was

recently reported in an interrogatory filing.
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Q Thank you. Moving over to page -- the bottom of
page 13 and the top of page 14 of your testinony. You
di scussed the the renai nder of the Ckeechobee site is
bei ng evaluated a potential future [ocation for
approxi mately 200 negawatts nanepl ate of | arge-scale
phot ovol tai c sol ar generation. Do you know if any
anal ysis was done for this large scale, or for any sol ar
to be put in service in 2019?

A As Wtness Simstated earlier, he did do sone
formof an analysis, but it would be best to direct that
guestion to him

Q Okay. You were here for Dr. Sinls testinony
earlier?

A Yes, | was.

Q And you were famliar with his prefiled
testinony?

A General ly.

Q He's tal ked about the rigid mai ntenance schedul e
of the proposed Ckeechobee Pl ant, and ot her new
conbi ned-cycle plants. |Is that consistent with the
pl anned out age factor of page 15 of your testinony, which
| believe you now said is corrected today 3.5 percent?

A What mai nt enance schedul e was he referring to?

Q Just the overall maintenance schedule for this

unit. He described it as a rigid maintenance schedul e,
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that plant has to go offline at certain tines, the conpany
doesn't have a lot of flexibility as to when that is.

A Qur planned outage factor is based on 35 years
of operating experience for conbined-cycle plants, plus
manuf act ure recommendati ons for when those outages should
be taken.

Q And so that 3.5 percent just equates to
3.5 percent of the tinme this unit would have to be offline
for planned mai ntenance, correct?

A. Correct.

Q Ckay. Thank you. On page 18 of your testinony,
at the bottom of the page, under water supply access and
availability, you discuss water supply sources, both
ground water and surface water, and you tal k about
requesting authorization froma daily average w thdrawal
fromthe Floridan Aquifer of 9 mllion gallons per day,
and a maximumdaily allocation of 11 mllion gallons per
day, correct?

A That is correct.

Q Ckay. And it say, FPL is requesting; is that a
request that's in process?

A Yes. That request is currently under review by
the St. John's R ver Water Managenent District. And we've
actually nmet wth them several tinmes over this past year

at | east a dozen tinmes, and all indications point to them
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323
authorizing that allocation. It's still under review,
t hough.
Q And what about -- is it to that sane entity, the

request for the .08 mllion gallons a day fromthe surface
aqui fer?

A Yes.

Q And when does FPL expect to have a final
decision on that, if you know?

A The St. John's River Water Managenent district
Is one of many review ng agencies that are review ng the
site certification application. Based on our current
schedul e, we expect approval in Decenber of 2016.

Q And as far as analysis for sufficiency of the
wat er resources to provide that nuch water, is that
sonething that's conducted by the St. John's Water
Managenent District?

A Those anal ysis are actually conducted by both
the St. Johns Water Managenent District and FPL. W' ve
conpl eted extensive nodelling already, to date, to
identify if there will be any inpacts to the ground water
or the surface water.

Q And do you know what the results of those
anal ysi s have been?

A The results of those anal ysis show that with

regard to the ground water, there would be no adverse

Premier Reporting Reported by: Johana Kesterson



Florida Public Service Commission 12/1/2015
324

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I npacts to the resource. Wth regards to our limted
water fromthe surficial aquifer, there would be no
I npacts to the surroundi ng wetl ands.

Q Finally, over on -- it |ooks |Iike page 22 of
your testinony, under the heading, Consequences of Delay,
you' re tal king about kind of the correlation of receiving
a determnation of need, and then the site certification
fromthe Florida Departnent of Environnental Protection,
correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And then, also, | believe on exhibit JKK
11 to your testinony, | think you note, basically, you
need all approvals to begin construction by Decenber
of 2016, correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Let ne ask you this question, just a
hypot heti cal question, and ask you to assune that the
comm ssion decided that it wanted FPL to have a study
conducted into its reserve nmargin, and into its proposed
generation only reserve margin, which study could be done
this year, and if the results of that study cane back, FPL
could file for need, you know, sonme tinme next year. Do
you still believe that would have -- or do you believe
that woul d have any type of effect on the tineline you've

laid out in JKK 117

Premier Reporting Reported by: Johana Kesterson



Florida Public Service Commission 12/1/2015
325

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

A Yes, | do. R ght now, under the current
schedul e, we nust receive the PSC s agency report on its
determ nation of need in February of next year. So to
start an entire new process would likely delay that date.

Q By how nuch?

A | do not know how | ong a new process woul d take
if we had the refile for need.

Thank you, Ms. Kingston.
A You' re wel cone.
MR. VWH TLOCK: Those are all ny questions.
CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  FI PUG.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR MOYLE:

Q Just have a few. You're responsible for the
devel opnent of new generation projects; is that right?

A Fossi| generation, correct.

Q Ckay. And you have that responsibility for
Canaveral, Riviera Beach, is that right?

A Not entirely correct. | was involved in
Canaveral and R viera Beach as the environnental
permtting lead. |'ve been a project manager for fossil
generation for this project and two other fossil-type
projects in ny current role.

Q Was one of them Evergl ades, Port Evergl ades?

A No. It was the gas turbine FIPUG repl acenent
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project at the Lauderdal e Power Plant, and the other was
the gas turbine FIPUG repl acenent project at the Fort
Myers plant. And |'ve al so managed t he devel opnent of an
underground transm ssion project in St. Lucie County.

Q Ckay. And | was -- | want to congratul ate you
on bringing the projects in, | think you said they were
under budget or on budget; is that right? Al the
projects you've been involved wth.

A | wasn't involved in all eight of those
projects. | was involved in several of them But, yes,
all were conpleted on or bel ow budget.

And sane with respect to tine or no?
Wth regards to schedul e?

Yes.

> O > O

Seven of the eight projects cane in on schedule
or ahead of schedule. The eighth project, as a whol e,
canme in on schedule, but when you | ook at the two

i ndi vidual unit, West County Unit 1 and West County Unit

2, West County Unit 1 was three nonths behind, but West

County Unit 2 was six nonths ahead. So, overall, as a
project, it did still cone in on schedule.

Q Ckay. And in ternms of -- | nean, you have fol ks
that you kind of task -- | nean, how many folks are in

charge of devel opnent, you know, of these new projects?

["mjust trying to understand the organizati onal
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structure.

A Wth regard to devel opnent, there's several
di fferent business units that support the devel opnent
phase of the project. 1'd said at |east eight different
busi ness units, at the very |east, support the devel opnent
phase.

Q And you're confortable if |I ask you sone
guestions about the environnental aspects? | nean, you
had sonme stuff about wetlands in your testinony?

A "1l do the best | can.

Q Ckay. So the surface water that you're going to
get, where is that com ng fronf

A The surficial aquifer.

Q And that's an aquifer that is not very far down?

A Right. That's the first aquifer.

Q And the consunptive use permt for the great
anmount is fromthe aquifer that's | ower down?

A That would be fromthe Floridan Aquifer,
correct. But we wouldn't be seeking a separate
consunptive use permt. That allocation would be w apped
into our certification that DEP woul d issue.

Q Under the site certification?

A Yes, under the Power Plant Siting Act.

Q Ckay. And you tal k about on page 20, you're

havi ng sone i npacts on wetlands; is that right? O your
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testi nony.

A M ni mal inpacts, yes.

Q And what do you have to do to mtigate those
i npacts? Do you do on-site mtigation? How do you handl e
t hat ?

A When a project has inpacts to jurisdictional
wet | ands, there are a few things that you can do. You can
ei ther propose to mtigate for those inpacts on site, if
you have avail able | and that you can preserve, or you can
go to an off-site mtigation bank. |In this case, our
property happens to have an approxi mately 360-acre
preserve on site, so our plan is to actually put that
360-acre preserve into a long-term-- I'mforgetting the
word, but we woul d never been able to touch it in the
future going forward. It would be just set aside as a
conservation area. Conservation easenent, that's what |
was | ooki ng for.

Q In that 360, are that wetlands acres or upl and;
do you know?

A It's a mx of both. But it satisfies the
requirenment to mtigate for all of our on-site wetl and
inpacts. And I'Il add that the majority of those inpacts
are ditches.

Q Ckay. And then the site, you' re using 250 acres

for the power plant out of 2,000; is that right?
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A Yeah, the entire site's 2,800 acres. Qur site
Is actually going to take up even | ess than 250, now that
we're finalizing the design. So it wll be about about
200 acres.

Q How nmuch capacity do you have, transm ssion-w se
there, to add additional generation, if you know?

A Well, part of this project would involve
constructing a new substation, 500kV substation, to
I nterconnect with the transm ssion corridor that is
adj acent to the site.

Q And that's a 230 kV or 500 kV?

A That's a 500 kV line.

Q In terns -- you nentioned solar, you' re |ooking
at 200 negawatts of solar on this site; is that right?

A Yes.

Q Have you identified any transm ssion constraints
on the transm ssi on systenf

A | wouldn't be aware if there were any. |'m not
a sol ar devel oper.

Q Ckay. | had asked M. Sima couple of
guestions, I'mgoing to see if he got themright, from
your perspective.

A Ckay.

Q The questions about peek firing and wet

conpression, did M. Simaget those right?
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A He did, | was |istening.

Q And he punted to you sone questions | had about
the role of FRCC in reviewing the interconnection. [|'m
assum ng you have famliarity wth interconnection and

FERC and the FRCC;, is that right?

A That's correct.
Q So the point that |'m wondering about is, the
role of FRCC opining interconnection. It was ny

understanding that's largely the role of FRCC, you know,
t he Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion. And the FRCC
was involved in this case and giving you a letter that's
attached to your testinony, why did that take place?

A That's not entirely correct about the FERC s
i nvol venent. The NRCCis -- NRCC is responsible for
setting the reliability standards. The FRCC, the Florida
Reliability Coordinating Counsel, they're responsible for
I npl enenti ng those standards within the state of Florida,
and nmeking sure that utilities followthemin their
pl anni ng practi ces.

Q So if sonebody's going to be a nerchant
generator, and they want to assign a power plant, don't
they have to get an interconnection study done that's
over seen by FRCC?

A If you' re going to add over 25 negawatts of

generation, that's when you're required to have the FRCC
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revi ew your proposed interconnection plan.

Q Do you have any under st andi ng about when the
FRCC gets involved in interconnections, if they do?

A | don't believe they do, but I do not know that
100 percent.

Q Ckay. And the FRCC, is that -- are their
neeti ngs public, do you know?

A Some of their neetings are public, yes.

Q Ckay. Couple of other questions, if | could.

The changes that you referenced -- do you have
any ot her changes in your testinony?

A What changes are you referring to?

Q In response to a question from Ms. Christensen
you gave her sone corrections to sone nunbers in your
testi nony?

A Yes.

Q Were those all of the corrects or do you have
any ot hers?

A | can update you on a few other nmjor piece of
equi pnent where we finalized negotiations on. |'m show ng
here we're one step closer to having a final cost. W
finalized our conbustion turbine manufacture, our heart
recovery generator manufacturer and our steam turbine
gener at or manufacturer.

At the tinme of filing, we had a firmprice place
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in place for the conbustion turbine, but we had not had
that yet for the HRSG or the steamturbine generator. So

all three of those major pieces of equipnent, are now

under contract -- or soon to be, negotiations are
conpl et e.
Q So are negotiations conplete for any of thenf

Are you done, you have firmpricing for any of then?

A For all three of those.

Q Ckay. Who is the manufacturer of the CT?

A The CT manufacturer is GE. The nodel is 7HA 02.
Q How about the HRSG?

A The HRSG manuf acturer is Nooter/Erickson.

Q And then the steam conbustion --

A Si enens.

Q Al right. And the final question, you had
tal ked about your, experience with, | guess the CTs, CT
projects at Fort Lauderdal e?

A Yeah. That was at Lauderdale Plant and al so at
the Fort Myers plant.

Q Ckay. And did those projects add any negawatts
or were they negawatts for negawatt replace of existing
CTs?

A They did not add any negawatts. | believe there
was an overall reduction, but we would have to refer to

recent tenure site plan.
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CHAl RVAN GRAHAM St aff.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. CORBARI :

Q Good afternoon, Ms. Kingston

A Good afternoon.

Q " mgoing to have -- pass out two handouts for
you, out of the way. The first is a courtesy copy of your
errata sheet, and the second is an excerpt of staff's
conposite hearing Exhibit 63.

MR, GQUYTON:. Are these already in evidence, what
you' re handi ng out?

M5. CORBARI: The errata sheet is included with
her testinony and staff -- yes, staff conposite --
that's an interrogatory included in Staff's Conposite
Exhi bit 63.

BY MS. CORBARI :

Q Ckay. Ms. Kingston, on Novenber 20th FPL filed
an errata sheet containing corrections to your prefile
direct testinony dated Septenber 3rd, 2015. | believe you
went through that wth M. GQuyton, correct?

A Yes.

Q And when did you becone aware of the corrections
outlined in your errata sheet to your prefiled testinony?

A | believe it was the day that | found out that

nmy original nunbers were incorrect, | filed it. |If not, |
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had found out the day before.
Q So then around the 20th?
A Yes.

Q Ckay. Thank you

A Well -- the 20th, yes.

Q If you could turn to page 6 of your direct
testi nony.

A " mthere.

Q Ckay. And |I'malso going to have you -- refer

you to hearing Exhibit 26, which is exhibit JKK 12 to your
direct testinony. So on page 6, beginning at line 16, of
your testinony, you stated that FPL projected the total
installed cost of the prosed Ckeechobee C ean Energy
Center Unit 1 to be $1.196 billion, correct?

A Correct. And did you say you were on page 6,

[ i ne 16.
Q Yes?
A Ckay.

Q Ckay. Now, if you'll turn to page 15, beginning
at line 19, and it's correct FPL plans to continue
eval uati ng the enhanced design and nodel for the power
train conponent and ot her necessary equi pnent for the
proposed unit, correct?

A That is correct.

Q And it i1s correct that FPL plans to informthe
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commssion if it were to select any such enhancenent for
the proposed unit, should the comm ssion nmake a
determ nation of need in this proceedi ng?

A That is correct.

Q Ckay. So would it also be correct to assune
that the total installed cost of the proposed unit would
change with the sel ection of any enhancenent you nenti oned
in your prefile testinony?

A It could, yes.

Q Ckay. Thank you. Now, |I'mgoing to refer you
to the second handout, which is an excerpt from staff
Conposite Exhibit 63, FPL supplenental response to staff
i nterrogatory nunber 36, Bates nunber 00128, and there is
a -- the table -- have you | ook at table staff suppl enent
36, updated analysis. Footnote 2 belowthe table in FPL's
suppl enental response states that the total installed cost
of the proposed Ckeechobee Cl ean Energy Center, Unit 1 is
estinmated to be $1.231, 000, 000, correct?

A Yes, that is correct. |It's actually -- if
you' re rounding, it would be 1.232.

Q Ckay. Thank you. According to staff's
calculation, that's a $35 mllion increase in estinmated
total cost of the proposed unit than what you stated in
your direct testinony and exhibit JKK 12; is that

accur at e?
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A Yes, it is.

Q Ckay. As previously touched on by Dr. Simin
his testinony, it appears FPL has already sel ected sone
enhancenents for the proposed unit; is that correct?

A Yes, it IS correct.

Q And is the $35 million increase in the estinmted
total cost to the unit due to FPL sel ecting these
enhancenent s?

A No, it's not. As | nentioned earlier, we had
finalized negotiations with our steam turban and HRSG
turbi ne manufacturers. As a result of analyzing the
different steam turbine generator proposals, we were able
to select a manufacturer that offered additional
performance. W were able to get 11 nore negawatts out of
the steamturbine, which will result in over all reduction
I n our conbi ned-cycle plan heat rate. So we chose that
path after doing an extensive analysis that Dr. Sim
testified to earlier, that it would result in CPVRR
benefits to the custoner to go that route.

Qur actual proposals and the cost were -- |I'm
sorry, our estimates and the cost for the steamturbine
generator and the HRSG were in line with what we
estimated. The additional $35 million, that is additional
noney that we anticipate that nay be needed when we

finalize our EPC contract, engineering procurenent and
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construction contract. That woul d be because they may
need to size a larger cooling system a |arger condenser
or cooling towers, as a result of the additional 11
nmegawatts that the steamturbine is able to produce.

Q Ckay. Can you please briefly describe sone of
t he enhancenents that FPL has already selected to the
proposed unit, and including why FPL sel ected those
enhancenent s?

A The mai n enhancenent woul d be the additional
performance features that are realized with the steam
turbine generator. The ability for that unit to generate
a 11 nore negawatts of power w thout using any fuel, and
then reducing the overall heat rate of the plant. And not
only are we generating 11 nore negawatts, but we're al so
going to be saving custoners nore noney between having a
| oner heat rate for the plant, and the analysis that Dr.
Simtestified to earlier.

Q To your know edge, is there a reasonable
possibility FPL may sel ect additional enhancenents for the
proposed unit, other than those you just described?

A | think it's always a possibility if it's to
benefit our custoners. As | nentioned, our EPC contract
has not been finalized yet, that's out to bid. So there
coul d be opportunities for that in the future.

Q How soon after FPL selects the additiona
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enhancenents you just nentioned would you think FPL woul d
I nformthe Conmm ssion of these enhancenents?

A | would say as soon as those analysis were
conplete and we identified an enhancenent that resulted in
greater savings to our custonmers we woul d nmake such a
filing.

Q Do you have any -- any idea how | ong,
potentially, it wuld take to do sone of these analysis,
30 days, 45, 607

A For instance, right now we're out to bid for our
EPC contract. W expect bids back in the m ddl e of
January. | would think that our analysis and review of
all of those would be done within, maybe, a nonth or two.
| don't know that for sure, but just to give it an exanple
of a possible tine |line.

Q So anywhere froma nonth to two nonths, you
woul d envi si on?

A G ve or take. Yeah, give or take. Once
proposal s have been received and we have adequate tinme to
eval uate them

Q And then you would nake the informational filing

with the Comm ssion?

A | f needed, yes.
Q And any additional enhancenents -- do you have
any idea what -- an idea of what possible additional costs
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nmay be added to the proposed unit?
A Not at this tine.

M5. CORBARI: Gkay. Thank you. Staff has no
nor e questions.

CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  Conmmi ssi oners.  Conm ssi oner
Br own.

COWM SSI ONER BROMN:  Thank you. Thank you, Ms.
Ki ngston, for your testinony.

At the beginning -- at the front of your summary
you said that the projected cost of the Ckeechobee
Unit 1 is estimated to be 1.2 billion. Does that
nunber i nclude gas transportation cost?

THE WTNESS: It does not.

COW SSI ONER BROWN: Do you know what those
nunbers woul d be?

THE WTNESS: Heather Stubblefield or Wtness
St ubbl efield woul d be able to address that. That
woul d not be included in the upfront capital cost of
the project.

COMM SSI ONER BROMN:  Okay.  Thanks.

THE WTNESS: You're wel cone.

CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  Redirect.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR GUYTON:

Q Ms. Kingston, you were asked about the letter
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fromthe FRCC addressing the inpact on reliability?

A Yes.

Q Does that |etter address the inpact on
reliability froma transm ssion perspective or a broader
perspective of reliability?

A Broader. This would be for reliability of our
entire state.

Q Wul d that be for transmission reliability or
woul d that be for generation reliability?

A Transm ssion reliability.

MR, GUYTON: Al right. That have's all | have.
CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  Ckay.
MR GQUYTON:. We would nove Ms. Kingston's

exhi bits, which are 15 through 26.

CHAIl RVAN GRAHAM | f there's no objection to
those exhibits, we'll enter those into the record.

And | don't think we have any other exhibits that may

need to be entered.

(Exhibits 15 through 26 admtted into the record
in Volume 1.)
Ms. Kingston, thank you for your testinony.
THE WTNESS: Thank you.
CHAl RVAN GRAHAM  All right. Well, we started
this norning and said we were going to shoot to finish

about 4: 30 o' cl ock. It |ooks |ike 4:30.
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MR, GUYTON: May Ms. Kingston be excused?

CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  Yes.

THE WTNESS: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN GRAHAM  So we will end for today,
unl ess you guys want to go for 7, we'll shut it down.
We'll end for today. And we'll start tonorrow norning
at 9:30. Thank you very nuch.

(Transcript continues in sequence in Volune 4.)
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