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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER e 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
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DATE;: March 3, 2016

TO: Carlotta S{ata‘fer, Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk
FROM: Devlin Hngins, Public Utility Analyst I11, Division of Economics
RE: 150265-EI - Petition for approval of 2015 Nuclear Decommissioning Study, by

Florida Power & Light Company.

Would you be so kind as to add the attached data request response, titled FPL’s
Responses to Florida Public Service Commission Staff’s First Data Request, Nos. 1-93, in the
above referenced docket file. Please advise if there are any questions or concerns. Thank you

very much.
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FPL.

John T. Butler

Assistant General Counsel — Regulatory
Florida Power & Light Company

700 Universe Boulevard

Juno Beach, FL. 33408-0420

(561) 304-5639

(561) 691-7135 (Facsimile)
John.Butler@fpl.com

March 2, 2016

Devlin Higgins

Public Utitlity Analyst

Division of Economics

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

Re:  Docket No. 150265-El, Petition for approval of 2015 nuclear
decommissioning study, by Florida Power & Light Company

Dear Mr. Higgins:
Enclosed please find a compact disc containing Florida Power & Light Company’s
(“FPL”) non-confidential responses to Staff’s First Data Request (Nos. 1-93), dated February 1,

2016, in the above referenced docket.

If there are any questions regarding this transmittal, please contact me at (561) 304-5639.

Sincerely,

s/ John T. Butler
John T. Butler

Enclosures
ce: Office of Public Counsel

Florida Power & Light Company
700 Universe Boulevard, Juno Beach, FL 33408




QUESTION:

Has Florida Power & Light (FPL) received Spent Nuclear Fuel (SNF) reimbursements from the
Federal Government as a result of the 2009 Settlement Agreement? If yes, please indicate the
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date each reimbursement was received and its associated reimbursement amount.

RESPONSE:

Yes. The date and amount of each reimbursement are as follows:

Expenditures through 12/31/2007
Expenditures through 12/31/2008
Expenditures through 12/31/2009
Expenditures through 12/31/2010
Expenditures through 12/31/2011
Expenditures through 12/31/2012
Expenditures through 12/31/2013
Expenditures through 12/31/2014

() Amounts are net of St. Lucie Unit 2 participants.

Date Received

May 2009
July 2010
Sept 2010
Nov 2011
Oct 2012
Jan 2014
Oct 2014
Sept 2015

Amount ¥

$77,152,032
$17,951,796
$20,247,584
$57,079,526
$31,151,925
$10,804,886
$13,269,634
$ 5,670,812
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QUESTION:

Please indicate any state jurisdictions FPL is aware of that have not allowed utilities to include
SNF settlements in their decommissioning funding analyses. Please include the respective order
numbers with the decisions.

RESPONSE:

FPL is unaware of any state utility commissions that have not allowed utilities to include
payments received from DOE as a result of either SNF litigation or settlement in their
decommissioning funding analyses.
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QUESTION:

Do the costs included in the subcategory Spent Fuel Management (as seen on Tables 3.1b of both
Studies) relate entirely to the Department of Energy’s (DOE) failure to meet its contractual
obligations for SNF disposal? If not, please identify the portion of costs that is solely related to
the DOE’s failure to meet its contractual obligations.

RESPONSE:
No, Tables 3.1b and 3.2b include all costs associated with the post-shutdown management of the
spent fuel.

Section 3.8 of the decommissioning cost analysis reports for the St. Lucie and Turkey Point
plants provides a discussion of the activities assumed to be eligible for reimbursement from the
DOE. The portion of costs that is solely related to the DOE’s failure to meet its contractual
obligations is set forth in Tables 3.7 and 3.8 in the St. Lucie report, and in tables 3.6 and 3.7 in
the Turkey Point report.
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QUESTION:

What activities and costs does FPL intend to credit with its SNF reimbursements?

RESPONSE:

Section 3.8 of the St. Lucie and Turkey Point decommissioning studies discuss the activities
expected to be eligible for reimbursement from the DOE. Tables 3.7 and 3.8 of the St. Lucie
study and Tables 3.6 and 3.7 of the Turkey Point study identify the income stream that can be
expected to offset spent fuel management expenses for the decommissioning scenarios.
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QUESTION:

Please explain the basis for FPL’s assumed projected date for the DOE to begin any
transfers/pick up of commercial SNF in 2030.

RESPONSE:

FPL is optimistic that approximately 15 years from now (2030) is realistic for identification (2
years), licensing (5 years) and construction (8 years) of an interim consolidated storage facility to
begin accepting commercial spent fuel. This assumption was based on the president’s Blue
Ribbon Commission on America’s Nuclear Future that documents recommendations to develop
consolidated storage facilities. These interim consolidated storage facilities would enable the
federal government to begin meeting its waste-acceptance obligations independent of the
schedule for operating a permanent repository. FPL will adjust this forecast as more information
becomes available.
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QUESTION:

The following requests addresses matters relating to independent spent fuel storage installations
(ISESI).
a. What is the operational status’ of both ISFSIs at the TP and SL sites?
b. If either ISFSIs at the TP and SL sites are operational, please indicate their respective
in-service dates.
c. If the response to (b.) is affirmative, is there any spent fuel currently being stored in
either ISFSI?

RESPONSE:

a. The St. Lucie and Turkey Point ISFSI are operational.

b. The St. Lucie ISFSI was in service in 2008 and Turkey Point in 2011.

c. Yes, there is spent fuel currently being stored at the St. Lucie and Turkey Point ISFSIs.
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to page xii of xx, of the Decommissioning
Cost Analysis (in either of the TP or SL studies).
a. Please elaborate on the discussion/statement (in the first full paragraph) of the ability
of the Waste Control Specialists (WCS) facility to “accept limited quantities of non-
Compact waste.” Specifically, what is meant by “limited quantities™?
b. Please separately indicate the per unit disposal cost for Class A, B, and C wastes
assumed in the decommissioning cost estimates. ‘
c. Has the DOE agreed with FPL that it is responsible for disposing Greater than Class
C (GTCC) waste? Please identify any documents where the DOE’s position on this
matter is specified.
d. To what waste facility was it assumed that GTCC waste be sent for disposal in the
2010 TP & SL decommissioning studies?

RESPONSE:

a. Florida is not a member of the Texas Compact (only Texas and Vermont are members) and, as
such, does not have unlimited access to the Texas disposal site or a guaranteed allotment (e.g.,
Vermont’s disposal capacity reserve is guaranteed at 20% of the compact waste facility
maximum volume). Generators not parties to the Texas Compact that wish to send waste to the
compact waste facility for disposal need to apply to the Texas Low-Level Radioactive Waste
Disposal Compact Commission for approval.

b. The disposal costs for Class A, B and C low-level radioactive waste and average rates are
shown below.
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Waste Class A B C GTCC
PSL-1 Disposal Cost 60,697,783 | 5,355,589 | 4,985,186 | 15,229,161
Disposal Volume (cf) 1,238,068!" 751 393 2,886
Ave. Disposal Rate ($/cf) 49 7,129 12,695 5,277
PSL-2 Disposal Cost 61,425,760 | 10,381,260 | 5,146,337 | 14,960,343
Disposal Volume (cf) 1,141,086 1,231 393 2,886
Ave. Disposal Rate ($/cf) 54 8,433 13,105 5,184
PTN-3 Disposal Cost 39,908,397 | 8,851,928 | 11,022,519 | 14,987,407
Disposal Volume (cf) 234,349 1,233 842 2,061
Ave. Disposal Rate ($/cf) 170 7,180 13,099 7,270
PTN-4 Disposal Cost 45,510,314 | 7,896,898 | 11,023,081 | 14,987,407
Disposal Volume (cf) 255,340 1,233 842 2,061
Ave. Disposal Rate ($/cf) 178 6,406 13,099 7,270

[ Includes 1.021 million cubic feet of soil
) Includes 949,000 cubic feet of soil

c. The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit ruled that the Department of Energy must
dispose of Greater-than-Class-C waste as part of its responsibilities under the Standard Contract
for Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and/or High-Level Radioactive Waste. See Yankee Atomic
Electric Co. v. U.S., 536 F.3d 1268, 1277-79 (Fed. Cir. 2008). See Attachment No. 1 for a copy
of this court decision.

d. The Class GTCC waste was assumed to be sent to a federal facility (e.g. geologic repository or
interim storage facility) along with the spent fuel.
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536 F.3d 1268, 67 ERC 1296
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H
United States Court of Appeals,

Federal Circuit.
YANKEE ATOMIC ELECTRIC COMPANY, Plain-
tiff-Cross Appellant,
v.

UNITED STATES, Defendant-Appellant,
Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, Plaintiff-
Cross Appellant,

v.

United States, Defendant-Appellant.
Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power Company, Plain-
tiff-Cross Appellant,

V.
United States, Defendant-Appellant.

Nos. 2007-5025, 2007-5031, 2007-5026, 2007-5032,
2007-5027,2007-5033.
Aug. 7, 2008.

Background: Nuclear utilities filed suit asserting
breach of contract by Department of Energy (DOE),
entered under Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWPA), by
DOE's failure to accept and dispose of high-level
radioactive waste (HLW) and spent nuclear fuel
(SNF), for which utilities paid removal and disposal
fees of $130 million into nuclear waste fund (NWF).
After government's liability for partial breach of con-
tract was established, 225 F.3d 1336. trial was held
on damages. The United States Court of Federal
Claims, James F. Merow, Senior Judge, 73 Fed.Cl.
249, awarded damages of nearly $143 million. Both
parties appealed.

Holdings: The Court of Appeals, Rader, Circuit
Judge, held that:

(1) damages award for partial breach of contract re-
quired explicit acceptance rate to support substantial
factor causation test;

(2) damages award for pre-breach mitigation ex-
penses required acceptance rate to support substantial
factor causation test;

(3) recovery of storage expenses was warranted for
Greater Than Class-C (GTCC) waste;

(4) utilities were not required to offset damages by
paying contract fees not yet due; and

(5) claims for future damages were not ripe.
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Affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded.
West Headnotes
[1] Federal Courts 170B €=754.1

170B Federal Courts
170BVI1II Courts of Appeals
170BVIII(K) Scope, Standards, and Extent
170BVIHI(K)]1 In General
170Bk754 Review Dependent on
Whether Questions Are of Law or of Fact
170Bk754.1 k. In General. Most
Cited Cases

Court of Appeals reviews contract interpretation
as a question of law without deference.

12] Federal Courts 170B €823

170B Federal Courts
170BVIII Courts of Appeals
170BVIII(K) Scope, Standards, and Extent
170BVIH(K)4 Discretion of Lower Court
170Bk823 k. Reception of Evidence.
Most Cited Cases

Evidentiary rulings receive review for an abuse
of discretion.

[3] Damages 115 €=22

115 Damages
115l Grounds and Subjects of Compensatory
Damages
11511I(A) Direct or Remote, Contingent, or
Prospective Consequences or Losses
1151II(A)1 In General
115k21 Natural and Probable Conse-
quences of Breaches of Contract
115k22 k. In General. Most Cited
Cases

A trial court's selection of a causation standard
for awarding damages for breach of contract depends

© 2011 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.
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upon the facts of the particular case and lies largely
within the trial court's discretion.

[4] Damages 115 €23

115 Damages
1151T Grounds and Subjects of Compensatory
Damages
11511I(A) Direct or Remote, Contingent, or
Prospective Consequences or Losses
11511I(A)1 In General
115k21 Natural and Probable Conse-
quences of Breaches of Contract
115k23 k. Under Circumstances
Within Contemplation of Parties. Most Cited Cases

Damages 115 €189

115 Damages
1151X Evidence
115k183 Weight and Sufficiency
115k 189 k. Breach of Contract in General.
Most Cited Cases

Under the substantial factor causation test to de-
termine damages for breach of contract, plaintiffs can
only sustain their damages claim if: (1) the damages
were reasonably foreseeable by the breaching party at
the time of contracting, (2) the breach is a substantial
causal factor in the damages, and (3) the damages are
shown with reasonable certainty.

[5] United States 393 €=74(14)

393 United States
393111 Contracts
393k74 Rights and Remedies of Contractors
393k74(12) Damages and Amount of Re-
covery

393k74(14) k. Delay. Most Cited Cases

Nuclear utilities' damages award for partial
breach of standard contract by Department of Energy
(DOE), entered under NWPA, by failing to accept
and dispose of high-level radioactive waste (HLW)
and spent nuclear fuel (SNF), required identification
of explicit, rather than assumed or estimated, contrac-
tual acceptance rate based on annual capacity report
process as timetable for removal of waste in event
DOE had fully performed contract, before determin-
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ing that DOE's breach was substantial factor in caus-
ing utilities' claimed storage expenses, since compari-
son of breach and hypothetical non-breach worlds
was necessary to calculate accurate damages assess-
ment. Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, § 2(12)(B),
42 U.S.C.A. § 10101(12)(B).

161 Damages 115 €117

115 Damages
115V1 Measure of Damages
115VI(C) Breach of Contract
115k117 k. Mode of Estimating Damages
in General. Most Cited Cases

The remedy for breach of contract is damages
sufficient to place the injured party in as good a posi-
tion as it would have been had the breaching party
fully performed.

[7] United States 393 €=74(14)

393 United States
39311 Contracts
393k74 Rights and Remedies of Contractors
393k74(12) Damages and Amount of Re-

covery
393k74(14) k. Delay. Most Cited Cases

Although nuclear utilities' early schedule for
reracking wet pool storage facilities to allow addi-
tional radioactive waste was commercially reason-
able, due to time required to engineer, fabricate, and
install new racks, and was foreseeable to Department
of Energy (DOE) at time of entering disposal contract
with utilities, under NWPA, assessment of mitigation
damages for reracks prior to DOE's partial breach of
contract by failing to accept and dispose of waste
required identification of explicit contractual accep-
tance rate as timetable for removal of waste in event
DOE had fully performed contract, before determin-
ing that DOE's partial breach was substantial factor in
causing utilities' claimed expenses, despite that
reracking was not completed due to early closure of
facilities. Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, §
2(12)(B), 42 U.S.C.A. § 10101(12XB).

18] United States 393 €=74(14)

393 United States
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393111 Contracts
393k74 Rights and Remedies of Contractors
393k74(12) Damages and Amount of Re-
covery
393k74(14) k. Delay. Most Cited Cases

Nuclear utilities' Greater Than Class-C (GTCC)
waste that required disposal before utilities decom-
missioned reactor sites was “high-level radioactive
waste” (HLW) that required permanent isolation, as
defined by utilities' standard contract with Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE), under NWPA, as required for
utilities' recovery of damages for storage of GTCC
due to DOE's partial breach of contract by failing to
accept and dispose of HLW and spent nuclear fuel
(SNF), since GTCC was required to be permanent
isolated by disposal in geologic repository. Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982, § 2(12)(B), 42 U.S.C.A. §
10101(12)(B); 10 C.E.R. § 61.55(a)(2)(iv).

[9] Environmental Law 149E €485

149E Environmental Law
149EX Radiation and Nuclear Materials
149Ek485 k. Nuclear Power Plant Wastes and
Effluents; Storage and Disposal. Most Cited Cases

The contract between the Department of Energy
(DOE) and nuclear utilities for disposal of radioactive
waste controls the parties' contractual obligations, not
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC) regula-
tions,

[10] United States 393 €=74(14)

393 United States
393111 Contracts
393k74 Rights and Remedies of Contractors
393k74(12) Damages and Amount of Re-
covery
393k74(14) k. Delay. Most Cited Cases

Department of Energy's (DOE) partial breach of
contract entered under NWPA, by failing to accept
and dispose of nuclear utilities' high-level radioactive
waste (HLW) and spent nuclear fuel (SNF), for
which utilities were obligated to pay removal and
disposal fees into nuclear waste fund (NWF) prior to
delivery of waste, did not require utilities to offset
breach damages for storage expenses by paying con-
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tract fees not yet due, since performance obligations
survived partial breach thereby precluding recovery
for total breach, and NWPA permitted use of NWF
only for waste disposal not to pay partial breach
damages for unnecessary storage expenses. Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982, § 2(12)(B), 42 U.S.C.A. §

10101(12)B).

[11] Damages 115 €117

115 Damages
115VI Measure of Damages
115VI(C) Breach of Contract
115k117 k. Mode of Estimating Damages
in General. Most Cited Cases

The non-breaching party should not be placed in
a better position through the award of damages than
if there had been no breach of contract.

[12] Damages 115 €117

115 Damages
115VI Measure of Damages
115VI(C) Breach of Contract
115k117 k. Mode of Estimating Damages
in General. Most Cited Cases

Damages for a partial breach of contract are cal-
culated on the assumption that both parties will con-
tinue to perform in spite of the breach; therefore, the
damages compensate the injured party only for the
loss suffered as the result of the delay or other defect
in performance that constituted the breach, not for the
loss of the balance of the return performance.

113 Limitation of Actions 241 €=46(6)

241 Limitation of Actions
24111 Computation of Period of Limitation
2411(A) Accrual of Right of Action or De-
fense
241k46 Contracts in General
241k46(6) k. Breach of Contract in
General. Most Cited Cases -

If the breach of an entire contract is only partial,
the plaintiff can recover only such damages as he has
sustained, leaving prospective damages to a later suit
in the event of future breaches, and such claims ac-
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crue for the purposes of the statute of limitations at
the time such damages are incurred.

[14] United States 393 €=74(14)

393 United States
393111 Contracts
393k74 Rights and Remedies of Contractors
393k74(12) Damages and Amount of Re-
covery
393k74(14) k. Delay. Most Cited Cases

Nuclear utilities' claims for future damages based
on partial breach of standard contract, entered under
NWPA, by Department of Energy's failure to accept
and dispose of utilities' high-level radioactive waste
(HLW) and spent nuclear fuel (SNF), were not ripe,
where claims for prospective damages had not yet
accrued when complaint was filed for partial breach.
Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, § 2(12)(B), 42
US.CA. § 10101(12)(B); RCFC, Rule 54(b), 28
U.S.CA.

*1270 Catherine E. Stetson, Hogan & Hartson L.L.P.,
of Washington, DC, argued for all plaintiffs cross-
appellants. With her on the brief were Paul A.
Werner III and *1271 Jake M. Shields. Of counsel on
the brief were Jerry Stouck and Robert 1.. Shapiro,
Greenberg Traurig L.L.P., of Washington, DC.

Harold D. [ ester, Jr., Assistant Director, Commercial
Litigation Branch, Civil Division, United States De-
partment of Justice, of Washington, DC, argued for
defendant-appellant. With him on the brief were
Jeanne E. Davidson, Director, and Marian E. Sulli-
van, Trial Attorney. Of counsel on the brief was Jane
K. Taylor, Office of General Counsel, United States
Department of Energy, of Washington, DC.

Before MAYER, LOURIE, and RADER, Circuit
Judges.

RADER, Circuit Judge.

This appeal is one of many in the long line of
contract disputes arising from the Government's fail-
ure to accept and dispose of radioactive waste from
the nation's nuclear utilities. This is the first in a trio
of concurrent opinions addressing the categories and
amount of damages due to the utilities because of the
Government's breach. See Pac. Gas & Flec. Co. v.
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United States, 536 F.3d 1282; Sacramento Mun. Util.
Dist., No.2007-5052 et al., --- Fed. Appx. ----, 2008
WI, 3539880

Yankee Atomic Electric Company (Yankee
Atomic), Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company
(Maine Yankee), and Connecticut Yankee Atomic
Power Company (Connecticut Yankee) (collectively
the Yankees) originally brought this action seeking
damages to compensate for the cost of storing spent
nuclear fuel (SNF) and high-level radioactive waste
(HLW) beyond the time that the Government prom-
ised by contract to begin storing that waste in a per-
manent and secure repository. Because the Court of
Federal Claims did not assess damages according to
the rate at which the Government was contractually
obligated to accept the utilities' waste, this court re-
verses and remands,

1

The general factual background of the contracts
and circumstances surrounding the SNF cases ap-
pears in the trial court's opinion and earlier opinions
by this court. See Yankee Atomic Elec. Co. v. United
States, 73 Fed.Cl. 249, 250-259 (2006) (Yankee I );
see also Me. Yankee Atomic Power Co. v. United
States, 225 F.3d 1336, 1337-40 (Fed.Cir.2000). Ac-
cordingly, this opinion will only discuss the facts
necessary for an understanding of the issues in this
appeal.

The Yankees are three electric companies lo-
cated in the northeastern United States. Maine Yan-
kee produced nuclear power at its facility from 1972
until 1996, and elected to cease operations perma-
nently in 1997. Connecticut Yankee produced nuclear
power at its facility beginning in 1968 and shut down
in 1996. Yankee Atomic, located in Massachusetts,
generated nuclear power from 1960 until 1991.

Under the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982,
Pub.L. No. 97-425 (codified at 42 U.S.C. §§ 10101-
10270) (NWPA), the Yankees (and the remainder of
the nation's nuclear utilities) entered into a contract
with the Department of Energy (the Department or
DOE) in 1983. That contract (the Standard Contract),
discussed in greater detail below, obligated the De-
partment to take title to and dispose of the Yankees'
SNF and HLW. In exchange, the contract obligated
the Yankees to pay removal and disposal fees into the
Nuclear Waste Fund (NWF). The contract bound the

© 2011 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.
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Department to begin acceptance and disposal of nu-
clear waste by January 31, 1998. Yet, even though
the Yankees have paid nearly $130 million in fees to
the *1272 Government, the Department has not re-
moved any of their radioactive waste,

The Department's failure to perform beginning
on January 31, 1998 constituted a partial breach of
the contract. See Me. Yankee, 225 F.3d at 1343; Ind.
Mich. Power Co. v. United States, 422 F.3d 1369,
1376-77 (Fed.Cir.2005). The parties in this appeal
dispute only the amount of damages owed to the
Yankees for that breach.

This damages inquiry focuses on whether the
Department's breach was a substantial factor in the
Yankees' decision to construct a dual-purpose dry
storage facility to more safely and securely store their
SNF. Another important inquiry involves the Gov-
ernment breach's alleged causal link to Maine and
Connecticut Yankees' election to rerack their wet
pool storage facilities to accommodate additional
waste. The Court of Federal Claims found in favor of
the Yankees on these counts (as well as several oth-
ers), and awarded them a combined total of
$142,795,520.55 in damages. Yankee /. 73 Fed.Cl. at
326.

The Government appeals because the trial court
did not construct and refer to a non-breach world in
calculating damages. Specifically, the Government
complains that the trial court did not use the contrac-
tual acceptance rate to develop a non-breach scenario.
Thus, according to the Government, the trial court
did not evaluate whether the Yankees would have
pursued dual-purpose dry storage even if the Depart-
ment had timely performed. The Government like-
wise appeals the award of pre-breach mitigation
damages for the reracks performed by Maine Yankee
and Connecticut Yankee. In addition, the Govern-
ment appeals the Court of Federal Claims' rulings
that the disposal of Greater Than Class-C (GTCC)
waste is covered by the Standard Contract, and that
the Government is not entitled to an offset for the
more than $312 million in contract fees that Maine
Yankee and Connecticut Yankee have not yet paid. In
their counter appeal, the Yankees raise just one issue,
requesting entry of partial (rather than final) judg-
ment under Court of Federal Claims Rule 54(b) and
retention of jurisdiction over the Yankees' claims for
future damages from the Government's continued
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failure to perform.

I

[1][2][3] This court reviews contract interpreta-
tion as a question of law without deference. Winstar
v. United States, 64 F.3d 1531, 1540 (Fed.Cir,1995)
(en banc), aff'd, 518 U.S. 839, 116 S.Ct. 2432, 135
L.Ed.2d 964 (1996). Evidentiary rulings receive re-
view for an abuse of discretion. Flex-Rest, LLC v,
Steelcase, Inc., 455 F.3d 1351, 1357 (Fed.Cir.2006)
(citing Gen. Elec. Co. v, Joiner, 522 U.S. 136, 141-
43, 118 S.Ct. 512, 139 L.Ed.2d 508 (1997)). A trial
court's selection of a causation standard likewise “de-
pends upon the facts of the particular case and lies
largely within the trial court's discretion.” Citizens
Fed. Bank v. United States, 474 F.3d 1314, 1318

(Fed.Cir.2007).

The Government's primary challenge relates to
the Court of Federal Claims' choice and application
of the substantial factor causation standard. Citing to
Indiana Michigan, the trial court elected to apply the
“substantial factor” causation test rather than the
more traditional “but for” test. Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at
263-64. Use of that standard, which requires determi-
nation of whether the Government's breach of con-
tract was a substantial factor in causing the plaintiff's
damages, was within the trial court's discretion in this
case. Although the substantial factor test is not pre-
ferred, this court has refrained from reversing trial
courts that have applied the substantial factor test in
Winstar and SNF cases. See, e.g, *1273Citizens
Fed, 474 F.3d at 1319; Ind_Mich., 422 F.3d at 1373.

[4] While enjoying discretion to use the substan-
tial factor test, the trial court must apply that test cor-
rectly. Specifically, damages for breach of contract
require a showing of causation. The trial court erred
in overlooking the Yankees' burden to prove causa-
tion. In this case, the Yankees can only sustain their
damages claim if: “(1) the damages were reasonably
foreseeable by the breaching party at the time of con-
tracting; (2) the breach is a substantial causal factor
in the damages; and (3) the damages are shown with
reasonable certainty.” ind. Mich., 422 F.3d at 1373
(emphasis supplied).

[5] The fundamental causation difficulty in this
contract is the absence of an explicit SNF or HLW
acceptance rate or time table. Without an express
timetable for removal of the Yankees' waste in the
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event the Government had kept its bargain, the Yan-
kees cannot show the expenses they might have
avoided. The Court of Federal Claims attempted to
avoid this complexity by simply decreeing that any
reasonable acceptance rate would have enabled the
Yankees to avoid their incurred costs. Thus, without
accounting for any acceptance rate at all, the trial
court determined that the Department's breach sub-
stantially caused the Yankees' costs:

Regardless of rate, these plaintiffs are faced with at
least a twelve-year delay in commencement of per-
formance. With due regard to the long lead time
required for these mitigation decisions, the evi-
dence establishes that the mitigating decisions and
resulting expenditures were commercially reason-
able and substantially caused by DOE's impending
partial breach(es) and delay(s).

Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at 268 (emphasis supplied).
Such a simple direct approach to causation has a su-
perficial appeal, but this intricate case déemands more
than estimates or assumptions as proof of causation.
Thus, the Yankees had the burden to prove the con-
tractual acceptance rate and apply that rate before
suggesting that the Government's breach was a sub-
stantial factor in causing the Yankees' claimed ex-
penses. The trial court had the obligation to hold the
Yankees to that burden.

[6] “The remedy for breach of contract is dam-
ages sufficient to place the injured party in as good a
position as it would have been had the breaching
party fully performed.” [nd._Mich., 422 F.3d at 1373.
Without record evidence about the Yankees' condi-
tion with full Government performance, the Court of
Federal Claims could not perform the necessary
comparison between the breach and non-breach
worlds and thus could not accurately assess the Yan-
kees' damages. See Glendale Fed. Bank FSB v.
United States, 239 F.3d 1374, 1380 (Fed.Cir.2001)
(instructing that plaintiffs bear the burden of demon-
strating “what might have been”); Bluebonnet Sav.
Bank FSB v. United States, 67 Fed.Cl. 231, 238
(2005) (“[Blecause plaintiffs in this case are secking
expectancy damages, it is incumbent upon them to
establish a plausible ‘but-for’ world.”).

The Court of Federal Claims' erroneous contract
rate analysis highlights the necessity of identifying
the contractual acceptance rate before assessing cau-
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sation, For example, although not setting a rate, the
trial court “augmented” several candidate acceptance
rates to determine that the Department would likely
have accepted the Yankees' waste early in the accep-
tance process.

Applying any of the reasonable rates plus some
augmentation also shows that in the nonbreach
world, performance by DOE would have rather
promptly removed substantial amounts of SNF
such that, with demonstrated DOE perform-
ance,*1274 it would have been highly unlikely that
the plaintiffs would have then proceeded to incur
the substantial expense of building dry storage fa-
cilities.

Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at 310. Indeed, the trial
court's analysis is replete with examples where it
“[a]ppl[ied] several different acceptance rates, but
augment[ed] the rates by various percentages” to de-
termine causation. /d._at 306. This conclusion estab-
lished the time when the Yankees would have been
freed from their SNF and HLW storage obligations,
thus setting a de facto minimum acceptance rate.
Consequently, even in the trial court's analysis, some
acceptance rate emerged as a necessary step. None-
theless, the trial court did not acknowledge that the
causation for the Yankees' storage expenditures de-
pended on some comparison of the contractually-
defined hypothetical world to the expenses actually
incurred.

As part of its analysis, the Court of Federal
Claims assumed, without formally interpreting the
Standard Contract, that the Department would ignore
the “oldest waste first” provision, 10 C.F.R. § 961.11
at Art. IV(B)(5)a) (1984), and instead would have
approved “exchanges” the Yankees would have bro-
kered with other utilities to speed up removal of the
SNF and HLW. See Yankee I 73 Fed.Cl. at 303
(“Having heard the evidence over a seven-week trial,
and upon due consideration, the court concludes that
exchanges would have occurred in the nonbreach
world.”). These assumptions include further assump-
tions about the contractual acceptance rate. For ex-
ample, the “exchanges” model adopted by the Court
of Federal Claims assumes an acceptance rate of
3,000 metric tons of uranium.

These estimates and assumptions undercut the
logic of the trial court's reasoning. Without setting
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forth an explicit acceptance rate for the SNF and
HLW, the Court of Federal Claims apparently had in
mind an approximate contract rate or range of rates
and relied on that rate for some of its reasoning. In
the absence of an express acceptance rate, this court
lacks any means to evaluate the soundness of the
Court of Federal Claims' contract interpretation. In
any event, an acceptance rate based on assumption
and approximation is not enough to support a finding
of causation under the substantial factor test. In sum,
the trial court had an obligation to determine the SNF
and HLW acceptance rate under the Standard Con-
tract and apply that rate in determining the substantial
cause of the Yankees' costs.

In this appeal's companion case, Pacific Gas &
Electric Co. v. United States, 73 Fed.CL 333 (2006),
the Court of Federal Claims did conduct an analysis
to set an acceptance rate, id_at 399-400. In reviewing
that case, this court interprets the Standard Contract
as requiring the Department to accept SNF and HLW
in accordance with the 1987 annual capacity report
process. Accordingly, this court vacates and remands
with instructions that the Court of Federal Claims
apply the Standard Contract acceptance rate identi-
fied in Pacific Gas to assess causation.

111

In addition to awarding damages for costs in-
curred after the Government's breach, the Court of
Federal Claims also awarded the Yankees damages
for pre-breach mitigation costs. Yankee I. 73 Fed.CL
at _326. The trial court granted Maine Yankee
$10,069,018 and Connecticut Yankee $8,350,893 to
compensate for “reracking” expenses undertaken to
mitigate the effects of the Government's then impend-
ing breach of contract. /d. Yankee did not claim any
pre-breach mitigation expenses.

*1275 Reracking is a process that the nuclear
utilities undertook to increase SNF storage capacity
in spent fuel pools. In addition to reserving space to
accommodate SNF in pools, utilities ideally maintain
sufficient pool capacity to permit discharge of all fuel
assemblies from the reactor core into the pool to ac-
commodate maintenance and repair operations.
Though the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
does not require utilities to maintain such a “full core
reserve,” it encourages them to do so.

Maine Yankee filed an application with the NRC
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on January 25, 1993 to rerack its wet pool and in-
crease storage capacity from 1,417 to 2,019 assem-
blies. Maine Yankee undertook this plan to increase
the pool storage space while maintaining a full core
reserve through the remainder of its licensed operat-
ing period. Upon receipt of approval from the NRC,
Maine Yankee commenced its reracking plan. Al-
though Maine Yankee was licensed to operate
through 2008, the facility shut down in August of
1997. At that time, 26 of 29 racks had been installed
pursuant to the 1993 rerack request.

Connecticut Yankee likewise applied to the NRC
for authority to rerack its wet pool. The NRC ap-
proved Connecticut Yankees' March 1995 application
for a rerack designed to maintain full core reserve
through the plant's licensed operating period in 2007.
Connecticut Yankee commenced reracking in 1996
but closed later that year.

The Government challenges the Court of Federal
Claims' pre-breach mitigation award based on its
misapprehension of this court's ruling in Indiana
Michigan. The Government asserts that the fndiana
Michigan Court held that the duty to mitigate dam-
ages for the imminent breach arose in 1994 for al/
SNF plaintiffs. To the contrary, this court did not
impose that timing on all SNF cases in its Jndigna
Michigan decision.

In Indiana Michigan, this court acknowledged
the propriety of pre-breach mitigation damages for
plaintiffs who can prove foreseeability, causation,
and reasonableness. 422 F.3d at 1375-76. Faced with
this additional ground for liability, the Government
seeks to minimize its exposure by clinging to indi-
vidual words and phrases in the Indiana Michigan
opinion. In particular, the Government urges this
court to enforce the statement: “It is beyond debate
that because the government unequivocally an-
nounced in 1994 that it would not meet its contractual
obligations beginning in 1998, the utilities were in
fact obligated to take mitigatory steps.” /d. at 1375,
This statement, however, does not set 1994 as the
earliest possible date for any duty to mitigate. Rather,
this passage reveals that this court in Judiana Michi-
gan viewed 1994 as the latest possible date for the
utilities' duty to mitigate, not the earliest. The full
context of the statement shows this meaning. In the
introductory clause (“It is beyond debate”), this court
recognizes that no one could reasonably dispute that
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a duty to mitigate existed in 1994, This statement,
however, is not a ruling that the duty to mitigate did
not arise until 1994, but instead suggests that the duty
could have arisen earlier.

The Yankees in this case relied on some of the
same documents as the Indiana Michigan Power
Company to demonstrate the reasonableness of their
belief that the Government would not timely perform.
The confluence of some evidence in the records of
Indiana Michigan and this case, however, does not
mean that both cases spring from the same fountain.
This court in Indiana Michigan ultimately affirmed
the trial court's denial of the plaintiff's pre-breach
mitigation request based on the facts of that case. 422
E.3d at 1376, This case has a different record. The
Indiana Michigan Court based its affirmance of the
trial court on the trial court's ¥1276 specific factual
findings. In particular, the court noted that Indiana
Michigan “authorized the expenditure for its rerack-
ing projects in 1989, in the normal course of busi-
ness.” Id. (emphasis supplied). This court also cited
the trial court's findings “that Indiana Michigan's
rerack schedule was not affected by the 1987 and
1989 DOE announcements projecting delays in the
scheduled January 1998 acceptance start date.” Id
This court also noted that the utility's decision to per-
form a full rerack rather than a partial one “was
purely a business judgment,” unrelated to the Gov-
ernment's partial breach. Jd.

[7] Those Indigna Michigan findings stand in
stark contrast to the record that this court confronts in
this case. For example, the trial court found that
Maine Yankee was “[m]indful of storage limitations
and implementation lead time,” and “well aware of
significant delays” to the Government's performance
“from at least the mid-1980s.” Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at
275. The trial court also found persuasive the Yan-
kees' testimonial and documentary evidence that the
utilities' rerack decisions were based on a reasonable
belief that the Government would not timely perform.
Id_at 275-284. This court will not overturn the trial
court's thorough and well reasoned findings simply
because its findings differ from those in Indigna

Michigan.

This court also assesses the reasonableness of the
Yankees' reracks in light of the record evidence that
these mitigation efforts allegedly began years before
necessary and allegedly proved completely unneces-
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sary because the reactors shut down early. The record
shows that the reracks were not premature, Rather,
the record shows that the Government placed the
Yankees in a position requiring immediate steps to
find alternate storage and to “accept responsibility to
guard against the environmental impact of improp-
erly-disposed and maintained SNF, a situation which
the NWPA was enacted to avoid.” Ind_Mich., 422
F.3d at 1375. In that position, “[i]t would have been
improvident for [the Yankees] to have waited until
January 1998 before deciding what to do with [their]
nuclear waste.” Jd. Accordingly, the trial court found,
and this court affirms, that in light of the amount of
time required to engineer, fabricate, and install new
racks, the Yankees' rerack schedule was reasonable.

The record also shows that the reracks were rea-
sonable even though early closure of some facilities
rendered some of the efforts unnecessary. The Yan-
kees are “ ‘not precluded from recovery ... to the ex-
tent that [they have] made reasonable but unsuccess-
ful efforts to avoid loss.” ” Id. (quoting Restatement
(Second) of Contracts § 350 comment b). Because
the rerack efforts were reasonable, foreseeable, and
caused by the Government's partial breach, their ul-
timate success and usage is irrelevant. Accordingly,
this court affirms the trial court's findings that the
Yankees' rerack decisions were “commercially rea-
sonable” and “foreseeable to DOE at the time of con-
tracting.” Yankee 1, 73 Fed.Cl. at 279, 283.

Causation, the remaining pre-breach mitigation
factor, presents more difficulty for the Yankees. As
explained in section II above, the trial court must
apply the contract rate when assessing causation un-
der the substantial factor test. Thus, although this
court affirms the Court of Federal Claims' findings
with respect to the foreseeability and reasonableness
prongs of the pre-breach mitigation damages test, it
must nevertheless remand as to causation. In particu-
lar, the Court of Federal Claims must apply the Stan-
dard Contract acceptance rate in evaluating whether
the Government's partial breach *1277 of contract
was a substantial factor in causing the Yankees to
rerack.

v
[8] The Court of Federal Claims determined that
the Standard Contract requires the Government to
accept GTCC radioactive waste concurrently with
SNF and other HLW. Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at 313-15.
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In particular, this determination affects the amount of
damages because GTCC waste storage costs, pur-
portedly “reaching potentially into the hundreds of
millions of dollars,” Appellant's Br. 56, may well not
have occurred in a non-breach world.

GTCC waste is one of the radioactive byproducts
of nuclear power generation. See 10 CF.R. §
61.55(a}(2). Nuclear power generation creates GTCC
when the metal components of a reactor, including
the inside of the core shroud surrounding the nuclear
core, control rods, and support plates that hold the
reactor together, absorb neutrons during operation
and become irradiated. Utilities must dispose of
GTCC waste before they can decommission reactor
sites.

The Standard Contract “applies to the delivery
by Purchaser to DOE of SNF and/or HLW ..., accep-
tance of title by DOE to such SNF and/or HLW, sub-
sequent transportation, and disposal of such SNF
and/or HLW .. Id § 961.11 at Art. II. GTCC does
not qualify as SNF. The trial court, however, fit the
GTCC within the Standard Contract's definition of
HLW. Pursuant to the contract, the term “high-level
radioactive waste” means:

(A) the highly radioactive material resulting from
the reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel, including
liquid waste produced directly in reprocessing and
any solid material derived from such liquid waste
that contains fission products in sufficient concen-
trations; and

(B) other highly radioactive material that the
[NRC], consistent with existing law, determines by
rule requires permanent isolation,

Id. at Art. I(12)(b) (emphasis supplied); see also
42 US.C._§ 10101(12XB) (2000). Because GTCC
“must be disposed of in a geologic repository,” the
Court of Federal Claims reasoned, the NRC has in
fact promulgated a rule requiring permanent isolation
of these radioactive byproducts. Yankee I 73 Fed.Cl.
at 313-15. The NRC rule in question, passed in 1989,
provides:
Waste that is not generally acceptable for near-
surface disposal is waste for which form and dis-
posal methods must be different, and in general
more stringent, than those specified for Class C
waste. In the absence of specific requirements in
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this part, such waste must be disposed of in a geo-
logic repository as defined in part 60 or 63 of this
chapter unless proposals for disposal of such waste
in a disposal site licensed pursuant to this part are
approved by the Commission.

10 C.F.R. § 61.55(a)(2)(iv) (emphasis supplied).
With no alternative proposals for disposal of GTCC
waste, the rule in effect mandated that GTCC fall
within the disposal options in the Standard Contract.
Indeed, the trial court pointed out, the record contains
ample documents demonstrating the Government's
intent to “pursue co-disposal of GTCC” in a geologic
repository with SNF. See, e.g., Terry Plummer, De-
partment of Energy, Office of Environmental Man-
agement, Greater-Than-Class C Radioactive Waste
Management Presentation (June 7, 1995). On another
occasion, the Government recognized that such waste
should be stored “in a geologic repository licensed
under one regulation for high level waste (HLW)
disposal.” Letter from Robert Bernero, Director, Of-
fice of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, to John Bartlett, Of-
fice of Civilian *1278 Radioactive Waste Manage-
ment, Department of Energy (July 23, 1990). Finally,
the Government sent Yankee Atomic a letter an-
nouncing its intent to accept and store GTCC with
SNF:

In January 1993, we began a reassessment of the
[GTCC] Low-Level Waste Program strategy. The
reassessment was completed in September 1993,
and strongly suggested that the Department should
consider co-disposal of utility-generated [GTCC]
Waste in the geologic repository being developed
by the Department for disposal of high-level radio-
. active waste and spent nuclear fuel.

Letter from Thomas Grumby, Assistant Secre-
tary for Environmental Management, Department of
Energy, to Jay Thayer, Vice President and Manager
of Operations, Yankee Atomic Electric Company
(Dec. 20, 1994). The letter supports the trial court's
determination that the Government agreed to accept
GTCC with SNF and other HLW. The letter further
endorsed Yankee Atomic's plan to load GTCC waste
into canisters for disposal with SNF: “We note in
your letter that you have assumed that such waste
will be loaded into multipurpose canisters for dis-
posal along with spent fuel.” Id The parties' inten-
tions and actions, as revealed by these documents and
numerous others in the record, provide firm footing
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for the trial court's conclusion that “it is very unlikely
that DOE would remove all SNF without also taking
plaintiffs' GTCC waste.” Yankee I, 73 Fed.Cl. at 314.

[9] The NRC's regulations defining HLW do not
compel a different result. Similarly, a 2005 amend-
ment to the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy
Amendments Act. of 1985, Pub.L. No. 99-240
(“LLRWPA”) that mandated a study of GTCC waste
disposal does not preclude reading the Standard Con-
tract to include GTCC within the HLW definition. In
particular, 10 C.F.R. § 60.2 (1983) provides:

High-level radioactive waste or HLW means: (1)
Irradiated reactor fuel, (2) liquid wastes resulting
from the operation of the first cycle solvent extrac-
tion system, or equivalent, and the concentrated
wastes from subsequent extraction cycles, or
equivalent, in a facility for reprocessing irradiated
reactor fuel, and (3) solids into which such liquid
wastes have been converted.

Notably this definition does not include GTCC
waste. The definition of HLW waste in an NRC regu-
lation, while a factor considered by this court and the
trial court, does not control the parties' understanding
of HLW as set forth in the Standard Contract. As the
trial court properly pointed out, the Standard Contract
treats and defines GTCC waste in manner that satis-
fies the definition of HLW. /4. Thus, the Standard
Contract, not the NRC's regulations, controls the par-
ties' contractual obligations. The NRC cannot change
the contract by regulation. Moreover, as noted by the
trial court, the technical regulatory definition of
HLW does not overcome a rule that unambiguously
requires permanent isolation of GTCC waste. See
Christensen v. Harris County, 529 U.S. 576, 588. 120
S.Ct. 1655, 146 _L.Ed.2d 621 (2000) (deference to
agency's interpretation of its own regulation is “war-
ranted only when the language of the regulation is
ambiguous”).

Without alternative proposals, much less ap-
proved proposals for GTCC waste disposal, the Yan-
kees have, for years, incurred the costs of storing
GTCC waste. These costs arose because the Gov-
ernment did not provide any alternative for perma-
nent isolation. In addition, as the trial court found, the
record shows that the Government planned to (and
would have) removed the GTCC with the SNF. Thus
the trial court correctly determined that the parties
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interpreted the contract to include GTCC within
HLW and acted accordingly.*1279 For these reasons,
this court affirms the Court of Federal Claims' find-
ing that “the conclusions reached with respect to re-
coverability of SNF storage expenses are equally
applicable to GTCC waste, which is stored on-site in
the same manner as SNF.” Yawnkee I 73 Fed.Cl. at
315.

The trial court's finding, however, does not mean
that the Government will have to bear the cost of
GTCC waste disposal alone. The proper valuation of
GTCC waste disposal remains open for adjudication
in future proceedings once the costs of this operation
are fully realized and understood.

\Y

[10] The quid pro quo between the Government
and the utilities embodied in the Standard Contract
burdened the Government with responsibility for
permanently disposing of SNF and HLW in exchange
for the utilities' agreement to pay for that disposal.
This court next assesses the implications of the Yan-
kees' obligations. Specifically, this court needs to
determine if the Yankees must pay contract fees not
yet due to the Government because of the Govern-
ment's long standing failure to perform.

Under the Standard Contract, nuclear utilities
must pay the Government a onetime fee for the dis-
posal of SNF used to generate electricity prior to
April 7, 1983. This fee is separate from the fees for
younger waste. The contract provides the utilities
with three options for payment of this one-time fee.
Option 1 allows the utilities to prorate the fee evenly
over 40 quarters, with interest; Option 2 allows the
utilities to defer payment until a time before waste
delivery, also with interest; and Option 3 allows the
utilities to escape interest payments by remitting the
entire fee amount by June 30, 1985. 10 CF.R. §
961.11 at Art. VIII(B)(2)(a)-(c). Yankee Atomic paid
the amount in full under Option 3. Maine and Con-
necticut Yankee, on the other hand, chose Option 2.
With interest, Maine Yankee now owes more than
$159 million on an original fee amount of approxi-
mately $50 million. Connecticut Yankee owes more
than $153 million on an original fee amount of about
$49 million. Although the Government has not yet
collected any SNF, or even set a collection date, it
nevertheless demands an offset in any damages due
to Maine and Connecticut to account for these fees.
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Of course, the problem is that the obligation to pay
these fees is unlikely to arise anytime in the foresee-
able future, if at all.

In its entirety, Option 2 provides:

The Purchaser's financial obligation shall be paid
in the form of a single payment anytime prior to
the first delivery, as reflected in the DOE approved
delivery commitment schedule, and shall consist of
the fee plus interest on the outstanding fee balance.
The interest is to be calculated from April 7, 1983,
and compounded quarterly thereafter by the 13-
week Treasury bill rates as reported on the first
such issuance of each succeeding assigned three-
month period until payment.

Id at Art. VIII(B}2)(b) (emphasis supplied).
The contract further specifies that “delivery” means
“transfer of custody, f.o.b. carrier, of spent nuclear
fuel or high-level radioactive waste from Purchaser to
DOE at the Purchaser's civilian nuclear power reactor
or such other domestic site as may be designated by
the Purchaser and approved by DOE.” Id. at Art. 1(7).

As the plain language of the contract clause and
related definition make clear, the Yankees must pay
the one-time fee before the waste delivery date set in
an approved delivery commitment schedule (DCS).
Sadly, no valid DCS is in place for the Yankees. The
Government stopped *1280 processing and approv-
ing DCS submittals over a decade ago in the late
1996 to early 1997 time frame. In 1998, the Govern-
ment sent a letter to Connecticut Yankee explaining
that it could not approve Connecticut Yankees' DCS
submittal and waiving until further notice the contract
requirement that Connecticut Yankee even provide
such schedules.

Indeed, even though the Government approved
numerous DCS submittals from the Yankees over the
years, it never complied with those schedules. In-
stead, the Government pushed back the DCS start
dates from 1998 to 1999, then to 2000, and eventu-
ally to 2006. Of course, the record shows that 2006
has come and gone without any compliance with any
DCS.

[11] Nevertheless, the Government secks pay-
ment of the one-time fee as a condition precedent for
acceptance of the Yankees' nuclear waste. In one

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 8

Attachment No. 1

Page 11 of 13

Page 11

sense, the Yankees would have had to pay the one-
time fee in a non-breach world-i.e., one where DOE
timely performed-and they did not pay that fee in the
breach world-i.e., the real world where the Govern-
ment abandoned the DCS process. While this view of
the Yankees' obligation correctly recites this court's
rule that “the non-breaching party should not be
placed in a better position through the award of dam-
ages than if there had been no breach,” Bluebonnet,
339 F.3d at 1345, the application of that rule does not
make the Yankees' one-time payment a condition
precedent or offset for an award of damages. In sim-
ple terms, the comparison of breach and non-breach
worlds does not convert this case from a suit for par-
tial breach of contract into a case for a total breach of
contract. Because this case presents a partial breach
of contract, the Yankees' ongoing contractual obliga-
tion has not yet matured under the terms of the con-
tact itself.

[12] As this court has already acknowledged, the
NWPA and the terms of the Standard Contract fore-
close any claim for total breach. See Ind_Mich., 422
F.3d at 1374 (noting that the Department would have
been discharged from further responsibility for dis-
posal of SNF and HLW if the utility would have pur-
sued a claim for total breach-an outcome foreclosed
by the NWPA). Indeed, the Yankees “had no choice
but to hold the government to the terms of the Stan-
dard Contract while suing for partial breach.” Id If
this case featured a total breach, then the Government
would be entitled to an offset for the disposal fees
that are not yet due. However, in this partial breach
scenario, the Yankees-the non-breaching party-have
no obligation to make payments that have not yet
become due. When those obligations mature, the
Yankees must then comply with the ongoing re-
quirements of the contract:

Damages [for a partial breach] are calculated on
the assumption that both parties will continue to
perform in spite of the breach. They therefore
compensate the injured party only for the loss it
suffered as the result of the delay or other defect in
performance that constituted the breach, not for the
loss of the balance of the return performance.
Since the injured party is not relieved from per-
Jorming, there is no savings to it to be subtracted.

E. Alan Farsworth, Farnsworth on Contracts §
8.15 (2d ed.2000) (emphasis supplied). In many cases
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featuring a total breach without ongoing obligations
under the contract, this court has awarded an offset
for the non-breaching party's surviving requirements.
See, e.g., Rumsfeld v. Applied Cos., 325 F.3d 1328
(Fed.Cir.2003) (awarding total breach damages for
the Government's breach of a requirements contract);
White v. Delta Constr. Int'l, Inc., 285 F.3d 1040
(Fed.Cir.2002) (awarding*1281 total breach damages
for the Government's breach of a minimum dollar
amount contract). In this partial breach case where
the parties' performance obligations survive, the non-
breaching party is not at this time responsible for
obligations that must be performed later, when they
mature. In this case, the Yankees have sued for par-
tial breach to recover storage costs caused by the
Government's protracted performance delay. All par-
ties-the Yankees and the Government-retain their
substantive rights and obligations under the contract.
Thus, the Government must still permanently dispose
of the SNF and HLW; the Yankees must still pay the
one-time fee, with interest, before the first delivery of
waste to the Department but subsequent to institution
of a valid DCS. Just as the utilities cannot now col-
lect damages not yet incurred under the ongoing con-
tract, see Ind_Mich., 422 F.3d at 1376-77, the Gov-
ernment cannot prematurely claim a payment that has
not become due. As Chief Judge Damich of the Court
of Federal Claims observed in a related case, “the
setting of the delivery date was itself a condition of
Plaintiff's payment obligation.” Consumers Energy v.
United States, 65 Fed.Cl. 364, 371 (2005). Moreover,

the Government's own refusal to timely perform can-

not serve as a basis for accelerating plaintiffs' per-
formance obligations. The Yankees' obligations un-
der the contractual scheme have not matured. As the
trial court correctly noted, “[t]he deferred payment
option for pre-April 7, 1983 fees is keyed to the first
delivery of SNF/HLW to DOE under an approved
schedule. This has not occurred and apparently will
not occur for some period of time.” Yankee I, 73
Fed.Cl. at 325.

The trial court also correctly determined that the
NWPA forecloses an offset because it requires that
spent fuel fees be deposited into the NWF “immedi-
ately upon their realization,” and that the fund can
only be used “for purposes of radioactive waste dis-
posal services.” 42 U.S.C. § 10222(c)-(d). The Elev-
enth Circuit has interpreted this statute as prohibiting
the Government from using “NWF monies to pay for
the interim storage costs of the Department's contract
creditors.” dla. Power Co. v. Dep't of Energy, 307
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F.3d 1300, 1312 (11th Cir.2002). Thus, as the trial
court correctly found,

Allowing [Appellant] to offset damages with fees
would bypass the NWF and effectively use NWF
dollars to pay partial breach damages, or more pre-
cisely deny the NWF the fees, in violation of the
NWPA-the precise situation condemned in
Alabama Power. Damages come from the Judg-
ment Fund, not the NWF. 31 U.S.C § 1304; 28

U.S.C. §2517.

Yankee I 73 Fed.Cl. at 325.

Another federal judge, Judge Bruggink of the
Court of Federal Claims, correctly notes in a related
case:

[The Yankees] still have the SNF, the government
still has the obligation to pick it up, and plaintiffs
still have to pay the one-time fee when it becomes
due. The only thing that is different from the con-
tract scenario is that [the Yankees] claim to have
been forced to absorb unnecessary interim storage
costs. If the government reimburses such costs, it
hardly puts plaintiffs in a better position.

Dominion Res. Inc. v. United States, 77 Fed.Cl.
151, 156 (2007). Accordingly, this court affirms the
trial court's denial of a damages offset for the unpaid
fees.

VI

The Yankees present just one issue on cross-
appeal: whether the trial court abused its discretion
by refusing to maintain jurisdiction over their claims
for future damages under *1282Court of Federal
Claims Rule 54(b). The Yankees charge that the trial
court erred in entering final judgment, but instead
should have entered partial judgment and retained
jurisdiction over the Yankees' claims for future dam-
ages. This course, according to the Yankees, has ex-
posed them to the admittedly remote possibility that
the Government might prevail on a statute-of-
limitations argument at some point down the road,
precluding the Yankees from obtaining a full recov-

ery.

To the contrary, the trial court heard evidence for
damages incurred by Yankee Atomic and Connecti-

© 2011 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.



536 F.3d 1268, 67 ERC 1296
(Cite as: 536 F.3d 1268)

cut Yankee through 2001, and for Maine Yankee
through 2002. The lower court dismissed damages
claims beyond those dates without prejudice to their
timely assertion in subsequent actions. Yankee I, 73
Fed.Cl. at 263.

[13][14] The Court of Federal Claims did not
have jurisdiction to consider the Yankees' demand for
future damages. “If the breach of an entire contract is
only partial, the plaintiff can recover only such dam-
ages as he or she has sustained, leaving prospective
damages to a later suit in the event of future
breaches.,” Ind Mich, 422 F3d at 1376.
“[S]ubsequent claims accrue for the purposes of the
statute of limitations at the time such damages are
incurred.” Id. at 1378. Because jurisdiction is estab-
lished at the time of filing of the complaint, the Yan-
kees' claims for damages that had not yet accrued
when the complaint was filed were not ripe for con-
sideration by the trial court.

Moreover, the Yankees have not identified any
abuse of discretion in this case. They admit that the
risks posed by the lower court's decision are “remote”
and “slight.” Appellee's Br. 71. Their only worries
are that this court will neglect to enforce its decision
in Indiana Michigan, or that they will forget to timely
file future claims. These concerns, though imagina-
tive, do not justify a ruling that the district court
abused its discretion. This court affirms the Court of
Federal Claims' denial of the Yankees' Rule 54(b)
motion.

AFFIRMED-IN-PART, REVERSED-IN-PART,
and REMANDED

COSTS
Each party shall bear its own costs.

C.A.Fed.,2008.
Yankee Atomic Elec. Co. v. U.S.
536 F.3d 1268, 67 ERC 1296

END OF DOCUMENT
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QUESTION:
For the purposes of the following requests, please refer to the Tables titled “DECON Cost

Summary” of the TP and SL Plants, located on pages xix of xx in both studies.

a. Please explain each of the cost elements listed in these summary tables, including a
sample listing of what each cost element contains.

b. Please explain the development of the allocation of costs assigned to the three
aggregate categories of NRC License Termination, Spent Fuel Management, and Site
Restoration.

c. Please explain how the fixed overhead charges shown in this summary table were
developed.

d. Please identify the fixed overhead percent used in the decommissioning cost studies.

RESPONSE:

a. The methodology used to identify and develop the cost centers in the estimates follows the
basic approach originally presented in the AIF/NESP-036 study report, "Guidelines for
Producing Commercial Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Cost Estimates”.

Decontamination: labor and equipment costs associated with flushing of contaminated systems
to lower working area dose rates, cleaning exterior surfaces of equipment, structural steel,
concrete surfaces and waste packages to meet release or transportation limits, washing down
steel pool liners and other surfaces to remove gross contamination, etc.

Removal: labor and equipment costs required to disassemble plant components and commodities
from their installed location for transportation to a central area for processing/disposal,
controlled removal of contaminated and activated concrete, remediation of any hazardous waste,
excavation of soil, demolition of site buildings, etc.

Packaging: labor and materials costs required to package radioactive and non-radioactive waste
for controlled disposal, including waste containers, and packaging allowances for large
components (e.g., shielding).

Transportation: costs for transporting waste generated by decontamination and dismantling
activities to the disposal sites. The study assumes that the majority of the material requiring
controlled disposal was shipped to Utah for disposal, and that higher activity waste, not suitable
for disposal at the Utah facility, was shipped to a facility in west Texas.

Waste Disposal: costs associated with the disposal of low-level radioactive waste at the
EnergySolutions’ facility in Utah and at the Waste Control Specialists’ facility in Texas,
including any additional fees and surcharges for specific waste types (e.g., large components
such as the steam generators or irradiated metal from the reactor).

Off-Site Waste Processing: costs associated with the disposition of plant equipment and
commodities at an off-site facility (e.g., Oak Ridge, TN) that may be contaminated due to their



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 9

Page 2 of 4

location within the plant or waste that could benefit from processing (e.g., volume reduction,
partial release, compaction, incineration, etc.).

Program Management: costs associated with the organization identified to oversee the
decommissioning project and manage the day-to-day site activities, similar in structure to the
operating organization, although much reduced in size and function. Includes the costs for the
plant personnel, supplemental engineering and contractors.

Site Security: costs associated with maintaining an on-site, plant security force including
surveillance personnel, access/egress control and processing personnel, a rapid response
contingent, training and supervisory personnel.

Spent Fuel Pool Isolation: costs associated with isolating the spent fuel pools (power, controls,
water cooling, water makeup, etc.) from the adjacent power block buildings so that
decontamination and dismantlement can proceed in adjacent power block buildings without
impacting spent fuel storage and fuel transfer activities.

Spent Fuel Management (Direct Costs): costs associated with the relocation of the spent fuel
from the spent fuel storage pools to the DOE and/or ISFSI, including hardware (dry storage
canisters and horizontal storage modules), the labor and equipment to load the canisters with
spent fuel, seal-weld the canisters, transfer the canisters, etc., as well as contractor campaign
costs (e.g., for mobilization, subcontractors, ancillary services, demobilization).

Insurance and Regulatory Fees: costs for maintaining nuclear liability and property insurance
throughout the decommissioning (coverage is adjusted as decommissioning proceeds), costs
associated with emergency planning (as long as spent fuel is on site) including payments to local
municipalities, costs associated with regulatory license(s), NRC costs for monitoring and
approving changes in the plant’s technical specifications, decommissioning related submittals
(e.g., exemptions, license termination plans, etc.).

Energy: costs associated with power purchased to support decommissioning activities (e.g.,
operating waste processing systems, cranes, tooling, ventilation, and lighting) and for
maintaining critical site services.

Characterization and Licensing Surveys: costs associated with the initial radiological surveys
of the plant and surrounding environment, ongoing monitoring of the decommissioning process
(against an established criteria for release of material and the property), and the final radiological
survey of the plant and surrounding environment required to demonstrate that the facility meets
the NRC’s requirements for termination of the license and release of the property for unrestricted
use.

Property Taxes: costs associated with assessed value of the property or payments made to local
municipalities in lieu of taxes.



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff’s First Data Request
Request No, 9

Page 3 of 4

Miscellaneous Equipment: cost associated with tooling and equipment needed to support
decontamination and dismantling activities (e.g., contamination control equipment, rigging,
portable waste processing equipment, etc.).

Fixed Overhead: costs associated with site operations support. The fixed cost is included
through license termination (release of the property for unrestricted use).

INPO, NEI Fees: costs associated with the Institute of Nuclear Power Operatlons (INPO) fees
for the first 12 months following the cessation of plant operations and the transition from
operations to decommissioning, and for continuing Nuclear Energy Institute fees for programs
and services.

Florida LLRW Inspection Fee: costs associated with Rule 64E-5.1508 Inspection of Low-
Level Radioactive Waste Shipments:

“(6) Each generator of radioactive waste whose shipment is inspected by the
department’s representative will be billed quarterly by the department a fee of
$1.95 per cubic foot (0.02832 cubic meter) of waste shipped or $150.00 per
shipment inspected, whichever is greater. This quarterly billing will be paid to the
Department within 30 days of receipt of the bill.”

b. The cost elements in the decommissioning estimates are assigned to one of three
subcategories: “License Termination,” “Spent Fuel Management,” and “Site Restoration” (see
columns “NRC Lic. Term.”, “Spent Fuel Management” and “Site Restoration” in Appendices C
and D of the decommissioning cost analysis reports).

The subcategory “License Termination” is used to accumulate costs that are consistent with
“decommissioning” as defined by the NRC in its financial assurance regulations (i.c., 10 CFR
§50.75). The cost reported for this subcategory is generally sufficient to terminate the plant’s
operating license, recognizing that there may be some additional cost impact from spent fuel
management. The License Termination cost subcategory also includes costs to decommission the
ISFSI (as required by 10 CFR §72.30) (see Appendix E of the decommissioning cost analysis
reports).

The “Spent Fuel Management” subcategory contains costs associated with the packaging and
transfer of spent fuel from the wet storage pools to the DOE and/or ISFSI for interim storage, as
well as the transfer of the spent fuel in storage at the ISFSI to the DOE. Costs are included for
the operation of the storage pools and the management of the ISFSI until such time that the
transfer is complete. It does not include any spent fuel management expenses incurred prior to
the cessation of plant operations, nor does it include any cost related to the final disposal of the
spent fuel. Under the terms of the settlement agreement with the DOE, there are activities and
costs identified in the decommissioning cost study that are expected to be eligible for
reimbursement (depending upon the timing of the activities) (see Section 3.8 of the
decommissioning cost analysis reports).
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“Site Restoration” is used to capture costs associated with the dismantling and demolition of
buildings and facilities demonstrated to be free from contamination. This includes structures
- never exposed to radioactive materials, as well as those facilities that have been decontaminated
to appropriate levels. Structures are removed to a nominal depth of three feet below grade and
backfilled.

c. The fixed overhead was comprised of a site-specific value (e.g., $1.1 million for St. Lucie or
$3.0 million for Turkey Point) and a shared common charge of $496 thousand. The cost was
shared between the two units at the site and applied through license termination.

d. The fixed overhead used in the studies was not percentage-based. See FPL’s response to
subpart (c).
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QUESTION:

Please refer to Appendix A of the Decommissioning Cost Analysis, pages 1-4.

a. Please generally describe the “Unit Cost Factor” method of estimating the costs of
decommissioning nuclear facilities.

b. Does the “[c]rew” on page 3 of 4 assume in-house or contract labor? Please explain
the basis for the assumption.

c. Do the labor rates on page 3 of 4 reflect fully loaded rates? If affirmative, what
portion of each rate is associated with the base rate, labor overhead (including fringe
benefits), and general and administrative overhead.

d. Please explain how the labor rates on page 3 of 4 were determined, including any
assumptions.

e. The third note on page 4 of 4 indicates that material and consumable costs were
adjusted using the regional indices for Miami, Florida. Please provide an example
showing a calculation of the cost adjustment.

f. Please provide the regional indices for Miami, Florida used to adjust material and
consumable costs.

g. Please identify the item, or items, for which the costs were obtained from McMaster
Carr Spill Control.

h. Please explain how R.S. Means was used in deriving the equipment and consumables
costs.

i. Please provide the two pages from R.S. Means that are referenced on page 4 of 4.

RESPONSE:

a. Unit cost factors are used for estimating repetitive tasks (e.g., cutting pipe, removing
components of common dimensions or mass, excavating soil, demolishing concrete, etc.). The
factors include the crew (labor) to safely conduct a specific activity (e.g., de-energize, drain and
remove a pump or heat exchanger in a certain size range) and any associated consumables (e.g.,
cutting gas for a thermal torch). Site labor costs and regional material costs are used to generate
the cost/unit for each activity (e.g., $/linear or cubic foot or $/component). The unit cost factors
for a particular component or unit of material would then be used to generate the removal cost
for all the components or material quantities in that size category.

Unit factors can also be adjusted to reflect the additional difficulties associated with removing
contaminated components, e.g., working in a radiation field and access restrictions.

Unit factors are not used for specialized activities such as the removal of the steam generators or
the segmentation of the reactor pressure vessel.

b. Crew costs are based on contract labor. The studies assume that FPL hires a Decommissioning
Operations Contractor (DOC) who is responsible for hiring and directing the labor to perform the
physical decommissioning.
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c. The labor rates on page 3 of 4 reflect fully loaded rates. The loaders and contributing
percentages associated with loaded rates are identified on page 2 of confidential Attachment No.
1 to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 83.

d. Please see the response to subpart (c).

e. Tarpaulin (12 mls, oil resistant, fire retardant) is priced in R.S. Means 2015 Building
Construction Cost Data (see attached) at $.39 per square foot. The regional adjustment factor (the
St. Lucie estimate used West Palm Beach) is .932 for materials (see attached). Multiplying $.39
per square foot value by the .932 regional adjustment factor yields the $.36 per square foot value
shown in Appendix A in the decommissioning cost analysis report for St. Lucie. The Turkey
Point calculation uses the regional adjustment factor for Miami (.995). See Attachment No. 1 to
this response.

f. See the response to subpart (e).

g. The cost for universal sorbent was obtained the from the McMaster Carr on-line catalogue.

h. R.S. Means has been providing current and comprehensive construction cost data for more
than 70 years. Unit costs in the reference, adjusted for regional cost differences, are relied upon

for estimate certain activities or quantifying consumables.

i. See pages 1 and 2 of Attachment No. 1 to this response.
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QUESTION:

Please explain the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) requirements, if any, regarding site
restoration.

RESPONSE:
The NRC does not have specific requirements regarding site restoration other than requirements
regarding reduction of radioactivity as described below.

As defined in 10 CFR 50.2: “Decommission means to remove a facility or site safely from
service and reduce residual radioactivity to a level that permits —

(1) Release of the property for unrestricted use and termination of the license; or
(2) Release of the property under restricted conditions and termination of the license.

In addition, the NRC has articulated the following regulatory position in Regulatory Guide 1.202
[page 5]: “the costs of demolition of decontaminated structures, site restoration activities, or
other activities not involved with removing the facility from service or reducing residual
radioactivity are not included within the NRC’s definition of decommissioning costs ...”

Please note that the complete process of decommissioning a nuclear plant necessarily involves
activities beyond the scope of the NRC's rules. As discussed in the decommissioning studies,
site restoration is an important part of decommissioning, because the process of decontaminating
the site will result in significant disruption and degradation of the site structures. Dismantling of
those structures and restoration of the site is the most appropriate and cost-effective option
following decontamination.
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QUESTION:
Please describe, if known, FPL’s future plans for the St. Lucie and Turkey Point (Units 3 & 4)

sites after decommissioning.

RESPONSE:
FPL has not developed plans for use of either of the plant sites after decommissioning.
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QUESTION:

The nature of this request is an attempt to gain insight into general industry experience. From
study to study, staff has seen variances in volumes of nuclear waste (including soils) assumed for
controlled disposal. Not specific to any study comparisons, and generally speaking only, please
discuss some factors that lead to changes in volumes of waste assumed for disposal, i.e. larger
area of the nuclear site surveyed/incorporated into the study, more advanced characterizations,
etc.

RESPONSE:

In preparing to update a decommissioning cost estimate, the assumptions relied upon for the
previous estimate are revisited, e.g., events that increase or decrease the radiological remediation
requirements, waste that has been added or removed from the site, and changes in the plant’s
performance (power uprates or prolonged outages).
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QUESTION:
Please identify each item that requires specific FPSC ruling to obtain IRS approval of FPL’s
treatment of decommissioning costs for tax purposes.

RESPONSE:

In order to obtain the Internal Revenue Service’s (IRS’s) approval for tax deductible contributions to
qualified trust funds, the Company must request and receive a schedule of ruling amounts that sets
forth the maximum allowable annual tax deductible contribution for specific tax years specified in
the ruling request. The annual contribution is limited to the lesser of the scheduled ruling amount or
the amount included in the utility's cost of service for ratemaking purposes. FPL's annual accruals
included in cost of service and concurrent contributions to FPL's qualified and non-qualified trust
funds were suspended in 2005. In addition, the study filed in this docket confirms that, as of
December 31, 2015, the trusts continue to be adequately funded without additional customer
contributions. Therefore, a specific FPSC ruling to allow FPL to obtain IRS approval for a schedule
of qualified decommissioning ruling amounts is not needed at this time.
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QUESTION:

Please confirm that both the TP and SL decommissioning cost analyses assumed no net-positive
salvage value (decommissioning cost offset) for scrap metals.

RESPONSE:
FPL confirms that the Turkey Point and St. Lucie decommissioning cost analyses did not assume
a net-positive salvage value for scrap metals.
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QUESTION:

To the extent the Company can disclose, please generally describe the security measures that
will be in place during plant decommissioning periods through the conclusion of ISFSI
operational/ISFSI decommissioning periods.

RESPONSE:

Currently, the power reactor physical security requirements in part 73 of Title 10 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (10 CFR) and the NRC security orders that apply to licensees of nuclear
power reactors under 10 CFR part 50 apply equally to operating and decommissioning power
reactor licensees; the 10 CFR part 50 license is retained after permanent cessation of operations
and removal of fuel from the reactor vessel. The NRC recognizes that licensees that have
permanently ceased operations and have no fuel in the reactor vessel present a significantly
reduced risk to public health and safety compared with operating reactors. Because of the lower
comparative risk from a decommissioning power reactor, licensees typically request exemptions
from regulatory requirements on the basis that the application of a specific regulation in the
particular circumstance of decommissioning plants is not necessary to achieve the underlying
purpose of the regulations and orders.

The decommissioning cost studies for Turkey Point and St. Lucie assume that FPL will receive
the exemptions needed to reduce the size of the plants’ current security organization while
continuing to provide reasonable assurance of adequate protection of the public health and safety
and common defense and security at the sites.

The decommissioning cost studies assume that the security organization will be present full time
(24-hour), with armed responders while fuel is on site and modified as decommissioning
progresses.
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following requests, please refer to page xi of xx, Turkey Point Nuclear
Plant, Units 3 and 4, Decommissioning Cost Analysis, the narrative under Methodology states
that the decommissioning cost estimates reflect:

lessons learned from TLG’s involvement in the Shippingport Station
Decommissioning Project, completed in 1989, as well as the decommissioning of
the Cintichem reactor, hot cells and associated facilities, completed in 1997. In
addition, the planning and engineering for the Rancho Seco, Trojan, Yankee
Rowe, Big Rock Point, Maine Yankee, Humboldt Bay-3, Oyster Creek,
Connecticut Yankee, Crystal River, San Onofre and Vermont Yankee nuclear
units have provided additional insight into the process, the regulatory aspects, and
technical challenges of decommissioning commercial nuclear units.

a. Please explain in detail how the lessons learned were specifically reflected in the current
decommissioning cost estimates.

b. Please detail what additional insight the planning and engineering for the Rancho Seco,
Trojan, Yankee Rowe, Big Rock Point, Maine Yankee, Humboldt Bay-3, Oyster Creek,
Connecticut Yankee, Crystal River, San Onofre and Vermont Yankee nuclear units
nuclear units provided in the cost estimate process, the regulatory aspects, and technical
challenges.

RESPONSE:

a. TLG reviews lessons-learned and monitors on-going decommissioning projects to glean
insights into the resources required (to the extent that the information is available) to execute
decontamination and dismantling activities. If the information can be extracted for general use,
and the information is relevant to other projects, TLG will use the information to validate and/or
update its cost estimating tools. TLG has been involved in the decommissioning planning for the
reactors identified above and others (in the U.S., Canada, Europe and Japan). This cumulative
experience, and licensee feedback from completed projects, has allowed TLG to make
incremental improvements to its estimating model over the past 34 years (the company has been
developing decommissioning-related work products since 1982). TLG does not rely upon the
lessons-learned from any one project when upgrading its cost estimating tools, but assesses
trends, industry-wide changes (successes) in decontamination and dismantling methodologies,
regulatory growth, and operating experience relevant to decommissioning (e.g., large component
replacement) when developing the cost(s) for future, similar projects.
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b. Detailed planning for shutdown reactors, or reactors nearing their end of life, provides an
opportunity to work with the licensee on the 1) transition process (from operations to
decommissioning), 2) de-staffing plans for the site, 3) the regulatory process, including the
required exemptions from operating technical specifications, 4) the corporate role in supporting
site operations, and 5) near-term site modifications. For example, while security has been an
emerging issue, TLG’s work with the subject matter experts at Crystal River and Vermont
Yankee provided an opportunity for TLG to validate its working assumptions on the evolution of
the security organization over the various phases of decommissioning. This experience, as well
as feedback from security experts at operating units, has been used to improve TLG’s security
model for decommissioning.
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to Section 3, page 53 of 60, Turkey Point
Nuclear Plant, Units 3 and 4, Decommissioning Cost Analysis. Please explain the basis for
FPL’s assumed start date of 2031 for pickup and transfer to the DOE of SNF fuel from the TP
Site.

RESPONSE:

The order of DOE’s acceptance of spent fuel is documented in Appendix A of the Acceptance
Priority Ranking (APR) and Annual Capacity Report (ACR). FPL uses the 2004 APR/ACR,
which is the most recent information available, to determine DOE’s order for accepting spent
nuclear fuel from FPL’s sites. Assuming DOE commences performance of spent nuclear fuel
disposal in 2030, the 2004 APR/ACR shows that DOE would accept spent fuel from FPL starting
in 2031. FPL plans to use the allocation in 2031 to start removing fuel from Turkey Point and the
allocation in 2032 to start removing fuel from St. Lucie.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 2 of 15. To the extent the Company can disclose, please further discuss the
factors leading to a increase of approximately $92,000,000, or 66%, in security costs from 2010-
2015.

RESPONSE:

Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 17(b). In January 2007, the NRC
approved a final rule that enhanced its security regulations governing the design basis threat
(DBT). This rule imposed security requirements similar to those previously imposed by the
Commission’s April 29, 2003, DBT Orders. The new rule also modified and enhanced the DBT
based on experience and insights gained by the Commission during implementation of the
Orders, and extensive consideration of the factors specified in the Energy Policy Act of 2005.

Based upon the industry’s response to the NRC’s rulemaking, and input from active
decommissioning projects (for example, at Crystal River and Vermont Yankee), TLG’s security
cost model has evolved, resulting in an overall increase the number of personnel assigned to the
security organization over the decommissioning duration. The latest security assumptions
resulted in an increase of 1.1 million person-hours as compared to the previous Turkey Point
estimate.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 3 of 15. Please further explain the causes of increase in Spent Fuel
Management (ISFSI related) costs. Specifically, why did costs related to the three campaigns
(Pool to DOE, Pool to ISFSI, and ISFSI Unloading) increase by a combined approximate 1300%
from 2010 to 2015.

RESPONSE:

The majority of the increase was due to a corresponding increase in the spent fuel campaign
costs. The 2010 estimates included an allowance for the fixed mobilization / demobilization cost
for a DOE and ISFSI fuel loading campaign. The 2015 estimates relied upon vendor contract
information. The most significant change was in the addition of campaign costs (in the 2015
estimate) for off-loading the fuel stored at the ISFSI to the DOE. These cost were not included in
the 2010 estimate.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 4 of 15. It is stated in the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal narrative
that “[t]he waste inventory, against which the disposal rate was applied, was increased with a
one-time change in the packaging density for containerized waste.” Please discuss when and
why this change in the packaging density for containerized waste was performed.

RESPONSE:

Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 17(a). TLG has been involved in the
decommissioning planning for the reactors identified in data request 17 and others (in the U.S.,
Canada, Europe and Japan). This cumulative experience, and licensee feedback from completed
projects, has allowed TLG to make incremental improvements to its estimating model, a change
that TLG has phased in over the past few years. Specifically, TLG’s experience has revealed that
previously assumed high waste packaging densities were not cost-effective. Based on this, TLG
adjusted the assumption to a lower waste density which resulted in additional packaging required
to dispose of such waste.

The reasonableness of using a lower waste density as an estimating basis has been corroborated
through discussions with licensees at sites undergoing decommissioning.
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QUESTION:

In the fourth paragraph, the narrative reads “disposition of the horizontal storage modules used to
store fuel and targeted for remediation” as adding to the cost increase in this category. Are any of
these costs for disposing of the horizontal storage modules factored into the DOE settlement and
reimbursement analysis?

RESPONSE:

Table 3.8 in the Turkey Point decommissioning report and Table 3.9 in the St. Lucie
decommissioning report identify the cost to decommission the ISFSI(s). FPL is unaware of any
operator that decommissioned an ISFSI, and the question of whether the cost is eligible for
reimbursement has not been addressed in litigation. The 2015 study does not assume any
reimbursement of costs from DOE.
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QUESTION:

Also in the fourth paragraph, the narrative reads “[a]dditionally... contaminated soils from past
construction projects (approximately 5,220 cubic yards) were added to the current estimate.”
Please identify the construction projects being referred to and elaborate on why the additional |
soil/disposal costs are being added to the 2015 Study.

RESPONSE:

Soil/earthen material has accumulated on site from past construction projects. TLG’s records do
not identify the projects. The material is known to contain very low levels of residual
radioactivity. The material had been approved by the NRC to be retained in place until
decommissioning pursuant to 10 CFR 20.302. Characterization of the material indicated that the
measurements of radioisotopes of concern were well below the generally accepted
decommissioning soil screening levels associated with residential use. As such, removal of the
soil from the site was not included in past decommissioning cost estimates.

FPL is now planning to beneficially use the material as engineering fill in the construction of a
Low-Level Waste Storage Facility expansion/laydown area. The concrete structure and a high
density polyethylene liner will prevent the migration of any residual radioactivity to other areas
of the site. However, for purposes of conservativism, the disposition of this material as low level
waste has also been added to the scope of the decommissioning cost estimates along with the
waste storage area.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 6 of 15. The narrative indicates the increase in transportation costs are a
result of a combination of a higher tariffs, fuel charges, and additional shipments in 2015 as
opposed to 2010.
a. How does the Company ascertain or estimate tariff charges? If a third-party is relied
upon, please identify the source.
b. How are fuel surcharges determined and/or estimated?
c. Please explain in detail how fuel surcharges/costs increased from the 2010 estimate.

RESPONSE:
a. Tariff charges are based upon published information made available by the Tri-State Motor
Transit Company.

b. Fuel surcharges are determined from a 12 month average ($/gal) of diesel retail prices as
published by U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA).

c. The EIA published rates in 2015 for diesel fuel were $3.57 per gallon as compared to $2.96
per gallon in 2010 - a $0.67 change, or 20% increase.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 6 of 15. The narrative indicates the increase in energy costs are a result of a
higher purchase power cost rate in 2015, as opposed to 2010. Is this the rate FPL currently pays
for purchase power? If not, please identify the entity’s purchase power rate being referred to.

RESPONSE:

TLG utilized an energy usage based on industry experience and assumes that the cost of
purchased power is based on burning heavy oil. For this study, that has become a conservative
assumption, because the energy cost of purchased power today is likely to be based on the cost of
natural gas, which is lower. If the purchased power costs had been calculated using natural gas
prices, the estimated cost of purchased power would be lower. However, this would not make a
material different to FPL’s decommissioning study. The study estimates that the total
decommissioning costs for St. Lucie would be about $1.8 billion, vs energy costs of only about
$46 million (only 2.6% of total). The Turkey Point decommissioning study follows a similar
pattern. Thus, the use of a projected gas prices for estimating energy costs would not materially
change the results of the studies.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 6 of 15. The narrative reads “[t]he 2015 cost model assumed a lower waste
packaging density than the prior study (based upon industry experience). Please identify the
“cost model” and elaborate on the specific industry experience being referred to in this passage.

RESPONSE:
The “cost model” is TLG’s propriety model used to estimate decommissioning costs. Please also
see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 21.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to pages 6 and 8 of 15. Please further explain how property taxes associated with the
TP site increased by an approximate 835% from 2010 — 2015 given what seemingly would
constitute a tax reduction in that site structures are no longer included/estimated for tax
assessment purposes.

RESPONSE: ‘

In 2010, a total of $6.5 million was reported for the property tax value associated with the land at
Turkey Point. In 2015, a total of $66.9 million was reported in error. This amount represents the
property tax value for all real property including both land and structures/improvements. This
amount should be revised to $8.3 million to reflect the assessed value of the land only. Using the
revised assessed value the estimated tax would be $344,000 or a 24.2% increase from 2010 and
would reduce Turkey Point’s decommissioning costs by $2.2 million or 0.1% of the total $1.8
billion.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 7 of 15. Please further explain how site characterization and license
termination survey costs associated with the TP site increased by an approximate 107% from
2010 -2015.

RESPONSE:

The 2015 decommissioning cost estimates included the addition of a remedial action survey
program in support of decontamination and dismantling work. This activity accounted for a
$12.8 million increase. Characterization surveys accounted for a $1.4 million increase, license
termination survey cost accounted for a $2.7 million increase, both are essentially consistent with
the labor and material cost increases over the five year period. The current estimate also included
a cost of $2.3 million for characterization, specifications and procedures, and radiological
surveys for decomm1ss1on1ng of the ISFSI, which were accounted for as spent fuel management
cost in the previous estimate.
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 7 of 15. Please elaborate on what is meant by “the annual site cost, as
provided for Turkey Point.

RESPONSE:
The annual site cost is intended to support site operations once the plant(s) permanently cease
operations. Please see the response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 9(c) for details on the
assumed cost.

Florida Power & Light Company
|
|
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QUESTION:
Please refer to page 8 of 15, Table 1, titled “Cost Comparison,” of both the Turkey Point

(Section 11) and St. Lucie (Section 12) Comparison Reports (2010 — 2015). Please elaborate on
what led to an increase of Florida LLRW (low-level radioactive waste) Inspection Fees
(approximately 82%) at Turkey Point when the Company estimated a much lower increase at St.
Lucie (4%). Please also briefly discuss why the overall 2015 Dollar costs of inspection fees are
significantly higher at St. Lucie versus Turkey Point ($5,130,000 SL vs. 1,074,000 TP).

RESPONSE:

The 2015 decommissioning cost estimate for Turkey Point reflects an increase in the assumed
volume of contaminated soils/materials (Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request
No. 23), as compared to the previous 2010 estimate. There was no appreciable change in the
corresponding volume for St. Lucie.

The higher inspection fee in the St. Lucie estimate corresponds to the larger overall volume of
contaminated soils/materials in the estimate (Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data
Request No. 8(b) for waste volume summary).



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 31

Page 1 of 1

QUESTION:

Please explain the methodology used in estimating costs for each cost center shown in Table 1 of
the Cost Comparison Report, 2010-2015. How, if at all, did that methodology change from the
2004-2010 Cost Comparison Report filed in Docket No. 100458-EI?

RESPONSE:

Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 9(a) for more detailed definitions of
the cost centers in Table 1. The methodology of estimating the costs for specific elements has not
changed except where noted in the comparison report (e.g., security, waste packaging, and site
characterization).
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to FPL’s 2015 Nuclear Decommissioning
Study, St. Lucie Nuclear Units Assumptions, page 2 of 11. In the first paragraph titled
“Decommissioning Methods,” it is written that “Decommissioning also includes the
dismantlement, disposal and site restoration activities associated with the non-contaminated
portion of the facilities. These activities are not required for termination of the operating license,
but are required to address other non-radiological requirements associated with the release of the
site.” Please identify what specific requirements are being referred to in this passage.

RESPONSE:

Decommissioning is an inherently destructive process with many site buildings partially or
completely demolished in the process of component removal and radiological remediation. The
termination of the NRC’s license for the site’s reactors permits the unrestricted use of the
property, but the site can still pose an ongoing liability to the owner. For example, restoration of
intake and discharge structures, and any structure on the coastal and inland waters adjacent to the
site, can fall under the jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engineers. Abandoned site structures
may need to be removed to conform to state and local building codes or to minimize the owner’s
liability from inadvertent or deliberate trespass by the public. Environmental regulations can
require the cleanup of demolition debris or any hazardous / toxic material that may adversely
impact ground water reservoirs. The site may need to be stabilized to prevent erosion and runoff
into nearby waterways.

For cost estimating purposes, TLG includes an industry standard for each site to determine the
site restoration costs at shut down. There are no specific requirements included in the estimate at
this time.

The specific requirements will depend upon the owner’s plans at the time the reactors are
decommissioned.
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to FPL’s 2015 Nuclear Decommissioning
Study, St. Lucie Nuclear Units Assumptions, page 3 of 11. Please provide a sample of the items
contained in the costs category “other.”

RESPONSE:
“Other” costs include:

Emergency Planning Fees

Spent Fuel Pool O&M

ISFSI Operating Costs

Florida Low Level Radioactive Waste (LLRW) Inspection Fees
Fixed Overhead

Insurance

Property taxes

Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Fees
Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPO) Fees
Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) Fees

Spent Fuel Pool Isolation

Remedial Action Surveys
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to FPL’s 2010 Nuclear Decommissioning
Study, St. Lucie Nuclear Units Assumptions, page 7 of 11, and FPL’s 2015 Nuclear
Decommissioning Study, St. Lucie Nuclear Units Assumptions, also page 7 of 11. Please
discuss why the “Cost Allocation Factors” for “Participants” - Orlando Utilities Commission and
Florida Municipal Power Agency - of St. Lucie Unit No. 2 changed from 14.84152%, in 2010, to
14.85067%, in 2015.

RESPONSE:

The Participants for St. Lucie No. 2, Orlando Utilities Commission and Florida Municipal Power
Agency, are contractually obligated to pay for only their ownership share times one-half of the
common facility costs. Certain common facility costs that relate to both Unit No. 1 and Unit No.
2 have been fully allocated to Unit No. 2 because those facilities will be decommissioned at the
same time as Unit No. 2; therefore, to apply the participants’ ownership shares to the total cost of
decommissioning Unit No. 2 would overstate their cost obligation. In Support Schedule H, the
Company calculates the actual cost obligation for the participants by correctly allocating the
common facility costs to Unit No. 2 - referred to as the Cost Allocation Factor. The Cost
Allocation Factor increased from 14.84152% in 2010 to 14.85067% in 2015 as a result of a
slightly larger increase in the common facility costs relative to the increase in the overall
decommissioning costs for Unit No. 2.
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QUESTION: :
Do Orlando Utilities' Commission and Florida Municipal Power Agency have their respective

shares of the current decommissioning cost estimate accumulated in their decommissioning
funds as of December 31, 2015?

RESPONSE:
Yes. Refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 60 for the most recent NRC

decommissioning status report filed by FPL that includes information for all owners of St. Lucie
Unit 2.
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QUESTION:
For the purposes of the following requests, please refer to Section 3, page 53 of 60, St. Lucie

Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Decommissioning Cost Analysis. Please explain the basis for
FPL’s assumed start date of 2032 for pickup and transfer to the DOE of SNF fuel from the SL
Site.

RESPONSE:

The order of DOE’s acceptance of spent fuel is documented in Appendix A of the Acceptance
Priority Ranking (APR) and Annual Capacity Report (ACR). FPL uses the 2004 APR/ACR
which is the most recent information available, to determine DOE’s order for accepting spent
nuclear fuel from FPL’s sites. Assuming DOE commences performance of spent nuclear fuel
disposal in 2030, the 2004 APR/ACR shows that DOE would accept spent fuel from FPL starting
in 2031. We plan to use the allocation in 2031 to start removing fuel from Turkey Point and the
allocation in 2032 to start removing fuel from St. Lucie.
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QUESTION:
Please refer to pages 6 and 8 of 15, of both the St. Lucie and Turkey Point Comparison Reports

(2010 — 2015). The narrative indicates the increase in transportation costs are a result of a
combination of higher tariffs, fuel charges, and additional shipments in 2015, as opposed to
2010.
a. Please generally explain how estimated transportation costs are formulated.
b. How does the Company ascertain or estimate tariff charges? If a third-party is relied
upon, please identify the source. :
How are fuel surcharges determined and/or estimated?
Please explain why fuel surcharges/costs increased from the 2010 estimate.
e. Why is the transportation cost increase only approximately 8% from 2010 — 2015 for
St. Lucie, when the transportation cost assumed for Turkey Point increased 44% over
the same study period?

e o

RESPONSE:

a. Truck shipments are based upon the distance to each disposal facility and the routes taken (i.e.,
the states traversed and mileage/state). Fuel surcharges (per mile) are multiplied by the mileage
to each disposal site. Charges per state, as determined from the Tri-State Motor Transit —
Radioactive Material Tariff, are added. Cask shipments utilize the same logic and are based on
overweight surcharges for the payload.

b. Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 24(a).

c. Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 24(b).

d. Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 24(c).

e. The increase in the Turkey Point waste transportation cost (as compared to the St. Lucie cost)
was due to the additional contaminated soil in the 2015 decommissioning cost estimate for

Turkey Point (Please see FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Data Request Nos. 23 and 30). There
was no corresponding change (increase) in the 2015 waste inventory for St. Lucie.



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No, 38

Page 1 of 1

QUESTION:

Please refer to page 6 of 15. The narrative reads “[t]he 2015 cost model assumed a lower waste
packaging density than the prior study (based upon industry experience). Please elaborate on the
specific industry experience being referred to in this passage.

RESPONSE:
Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 26.
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QUESTION:
Please refer to page 6 of 15, of both the St. Lucie and Turkey Point comparison Reports (2010 —

2015). Please further discuss the reasons for the reduction in assumed property taxes
(approximately 50%) from 2010 to 2015 for the St. Lucie site. Please also elaborate on what led
to a reduction in assumed property taxes at St. Lucie when the Company is estlmatmg a
substantial increase at Turkey Point (approximately 835%).

RESPONSE:

The overall assessment (land and plant) of the St. Lucie Nuclear facility increased significantly
from 2010 to 2015, mostly due to the investment in Extended Power Uprates (EPU) during this
time period.

The overall land value, which typically includes real property improvements, decreased from
$212,296,426 in 2010 to $82,792,637 in 2015. This is not a function of true changes in Fair
Market Value, but rather is a function of an allocation methodology change implemented by the
St. Lucie County property appraiser. The appraisal method employed by the St. Lucie County
Property Appraiser differs from other assessing offices in FPL’s service territory. The allocation
of value within a county typically includes only tangible personal property. St. Lucie County
allocated value to both real and tangible personal property. With the Extended Power Uprate
investments hitting the tax rolls in the 2012-2013 timeframe, the surge in the value of tangible
personal property caused the allocation between real and tangible personal property to change.
This resulted in less value being allocated to land and real property improvement and more value
being allocated to tangible personal property value.

The Miami-Dade County Property Appraiser, which governs Turkey Point, does not apply the
same methodology. For more information regarding the increased property tax estimate for
Turkey Point, see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 27.
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QUESTION:
Please refer to page 8 of 15, Table 1, titled “Cost Comparison,” of both the St. Lucie and Turkey

Point comparison Reports (2010 — 2015). ‘
a. Please define the acronyms “INPO” and “NEIL,” which are both located in the second
to last row of distinct cost centers.
b. Please also elaborate on what led to a increase of INPO and NEI Fees (approximately
83%) at St. Lucie at the same time the Company estimated a much smaller increase of
similar fees at Turkey Point (approximately 10%). .

RESPONSE:
a. INPO - Institute of Nuclear Power Operations
NEI - Nuclear Energy Institute

b. NEI fees are applied through license termination. The St. Lucie units add an additional seven
years to the decommissioning schedule (Unit 1 is in SAFSTOR for 7 years). As a result, the St.
Lucie decommissioning estimates include an additional seven years of NEI fees (as compared to
the Turkey Point schedule).
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QUESTION:

Please refer to page 13 of 15, Table 6, titled “Decommissioning Waste Summary.”

a. Please discuss what material and/or factors led to an approximate 94,000 additional
cubic feet of containerized and bulk debris (Class A Waste) assumed for disposal,

b. Please discuss what material and/or factors led to 4,270 additional cubic feet of
GTCC assumed for disposal.

¢. For the following request, please also refer to page 7 of 15. On this page, the narrative
under title “Off-Site Waste Processing,” indicates EnergySolutions rates, under
contract were used to estimate costs. In what row or waste class in Table 6 is this
statement corresponding to?

d. Please explain why the total volume of waste (excluding Processed/Conditioned)
assumed for disposal at the St. Lucie site is approximately five times greater than the
total volume of waste at the Turkey Point site (as shown on page 13 of 15, Table 6, of
Turkey Point’s 2010 - 2015 Comparison Report)? Please list a sample of items
assumed for disposal that account for, or contribute to, this variance.

RESPONSE: ‘

a. Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 13. The 2015 estimate for Turkey
Point included an additional allowance for soil from past construction projects and for in-site,
previous exempt soil.

b. The 2015 cost model included consideration of a weight restriction on the amount of GTCC
that could be placed in a dry storage canister (based upon Maine Yankee experience). As a result,
additional canisters were required for disposal. The 2015 cost model also includes an additional
canister (per unit) for GTCC material residing in the spent fuel pools.

c. The off-site processing rates were applied against the volumes shown in Table 6, for
“Processed/Conditioned (at off-site recycling center).”

d. Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 8(b). The St. Lucie estimates
include almost 2 million cubic feet of contaminated soil.
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QUESTION:

Please explain the methodology used in estimating the costs for each cost center shown on page
8 of 15, Table 1, of the Cost Comparison Report, 2010-2015. How, if at all, did that
methodology change from the 2004-2010 Cost Comparison Report filed in Docket No. 100458-
EI?

RESPONSE:
Please see FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Data Requests Nos. 9 and 31.
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QUESTION:
Generally speaking, please list possible examples of unforeseeable events that a contingency
percentage might address.

RESPONSE:

Examples of unforeseeable events that contingency might address are identified in Chapter 13 of
the AIF/NESP-036 report. Please see Attachment No. 1 to this response for a copy of Chapter
13.
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13. CONTINGENCY

13.1 INTRODUCTION

Purpose

This chapter will provide guidelines on the definitions of
contingency and allowances, describe specific decommission-
ing activities or <costs necessitating contingency and
allowances, and provide suggested percentages and
allowance guidelines for cost estimating. Contingency is
routinely included in virtually all construction, demoli-
tion and siteé-related work, To the layman, the term
contingency is viewed as “a cushion,” . “"insurance," "a
hedge," and ‘'protection against the estimation process.”
This negative terminology only clouds the contingency
issue, without attempting to define its very real and
legitimate purpose in the estimating process.

In a similar way, "allowances" are viewed with mistrust in
that they appear to represent inadequacies in cost estimat-
ing ability., The same negative terminology is often used
in an attempt to discredit the value of an estimate. Some
state and federal utility rate commissions and consumer
advocate groups have expressed concern about the amount of
contingency or allowances in decommissioning cost esti-
mates, Therefore, it is important to explicitly identify
the contingency and allowance components and their bases
to permit appropriate rate treatment by these regulatory
bodies.

Scope

The guidelines for contingency will address the major
contributors to costs, including engineering, utility and
Decommissioning Operations Contractor (Do) staff,
decontamination, &removal, packaging, shipping, burial and
callateral costs. Contingency may be viewed as having
negative as well as positive values, depending on whether
the estimator has assumed high-side, mid-point or low-side
factors for cost elements, Guidelines on this issue will
also be presented in this chapter.

13.2 DEFINITIONS

13.2.1 Contingency

The American Association of Cost Enginesers (AACE) in their
Cost Engineers Notebook defines contingency (Ref. 13.1) as
follows:

“Contingencies~ specific provision for unforesee-
able elements of cost within the defined project

13~1
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scope; particularly important where previous
experience relating estimates and actual costs has
shown that unforeseeable events which will increase
costs are likely to occur.,”

This definition highlights the importance of including a
provision for unforesesable events that are likely
to occur and that will increase costs.

Allowances

Mr. S.H. Zaheer, 1in the BAACE Cost Engineers Notebook,
defines allowances as foilows (Ref. 13.2):

“Allowances are not slop funds. These are dollar
-amounts for an entire activity (viz. HVAC) or addi-~
tional work units of activity/activities (identi-
fied as a one-line entry expressed in percentages
of labor and materials}) ~which, at that point in
time, could anot be completely identified in terms
of scope. Therefore, an allowance 1is kept that
reflects the cost engineer's best judgment based on
experience. These allowances are foreseen to be
spent; the amounts will depend on the scope identi-
fied for those activities as the engineering/con-
struction progresses. The allowances are redefined
for each prime account when a forecast is made.
These allowances will decrease as scope gets identie
fied in detail and should vanish when engineering

is completed.”

This definition establishes allowances.as a real element
of cost in early project estimates. The key issue is that
a particular line entry and allowance estimate be included
to properly characterize all costs of the project.

APPLICATION OF CONTINGENCY PRINCIPLE

virtually every nuclear and fossil fuel facility owner,
architect~engineer, consultant, construction and
demolition company in the country (and probably in the
world) abides by the aforementioned contingency principle
~ expressed or implied. Their experience in their
respective fields have led them to recognize the propriety
of a contingency provision in cost estimates.

This section describes the types of unforeseeable events
that are 1likely to occur in decommissioning, and provides
guidelines for percentage contingency in each category.
It is not possible to predict the freguency, extant.or
duration of these events nor their cumulative effect on
decommissioning costs., The following events are more

13-2
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appropriately accounted for by contingeacy. The cost
estimator should review and revise these percentages based
on personal judgment and recent experience.

activity Categories and Contingency

Decommissioning activities can be grouped into several
categories because they share similar characteristics and
potential for contingency events. These categories and
the associated contingency estimates are shown in Table
13.1. The associated contingency estimates shown are
based upcon gqualitative judgment.

Contingency Application to Costs

For illustrative purposes, Table 13.2 shows the applica-
tion of the foregoing contingency estimates to a typical
decommissioning cost estimate. The estimate costs have
been normalized to $1¢0¢ million for this example.

Positive and Negative Contingency

Contingency percentages may bhave negative or positive
values depending on the estimators Jjudgment, and the
assumption of high-side, mid-point or low-side factors for
cost elements. I1f the estimator believes a particular
work activity is prone to delays, breakdowns, etc., the
resulting base estimate may be overly pessinmistic.
Contingency factors in this case may be interpreted as
being excessive, and in fact a negative contingency may be
appropriate. A similar case may be made for the optimis-
tic estimate, where & high contingency is likely to be
needed. From a cost estimating standpoint, where firm
costs are available such as local labor rates or equipment

- rental charges, these costs should be used.

for more difficult activities such as vessel removal, the
low-side estimate (optimistic estimate) may be used so as
not to artificially overestimate the cost, A high-side
contingency may then be used to acknowledge the potential
effect of activity or program problems. The values for
contingency shown in Tables 13.1 and 13.2 are based on the
assumption of an optimistic (or low-side) estimate. As
the time for actual decommissioning approaches, each
activity cost and contingency percentage should be re-
evaluated relative to current technology, recent similar
experience, etc,, and (where necessary} high contingency
astimates should be reduced.

APPLICATION OF ALLOWANCES

The preparation of guidelines for allowances are more
difficult to prescribe because they are site-specific and



Category

Contingency

TABLE 13.1
CONTINGENCY RESTIMATES

Reasons for Contingency

1 Engineering
Project Management
Demolition Manage=
ment

2 Utility and DOC
Staff Costs

3 Decontamination

4 Contaminated Com~
ponent Removal,
Contaminated Con-
vrete Removal

15%

Difficulty in activity sequencing which affect schedule
Insufficient staffing necessitating increases

Changes in the project's original scope (e.g., regulatory
changes requiring additional analyses/safety studies, or
changes to dispositicn of site equipmwent or structures)
Doubleshift (with second shift pay) to make up for
schedule slippages
Additional site engineering for program field changes
Regulatory reviews in excess of those anticipated,
necessitating additional meetings (engineering hours) to
resolve problems or issues

Revisions to activity specifications and procedures or
additional documents required by regulatory reviews

e T T O R R A L

Changes to project's original schedule (e.g., accelerated
schedules to clear the site for a replacement facility;
additional equipment or structures te be removed within

the original schedule)

Increase in project critical path affecting overall
project schedule

Corporate/home office changes (e.g., insurance, taxzes,

etc.) affecting staff overhead rates

Inability to achieve desired decontamination factor

(DF)} with original number of flushes ~ more reguired

Breakdown of flushing rig/radwaste treatment system
Accident resulting in localized spills or spread of

e em em aw wn o e em e am W e e W R e R ek e e e ek S am e e e

contamination

Supplementary manual scrubbing to achieve desired DF
Additional chemicals required to achieve desired DF
Additional acid neutralizing agents needed to dispose of

spent chemicals

e e e owe e e e

e e e e M b W e e s e o e

Breakdown of tools, special demolition egquipment

Higher than anticipated contamination levels reguiring
several specialty crews and more consumables (plastic
sheeting, absorbent materials, more freguent HEPA filter

changes)
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TABLE 13.1
{Continued)
Category Contingency Reasons for Contingency
§ (Cont'd) 3 Labor agreement changes with respect to worker classifica—
tion (composite crews; craftsmen substituted where labor-
ers were assumed)
4 Labor agreement changes with respect to crew size required
to perform an activity
5 Steam Generator, 25% 1 Delays in receipt of special lifting and transporting
Pressurizer, PWR eguipment '
Reactor Cool, Pumps 2 Accidents resulting in localized spills or spread of
& Piping Removals cantamination
e e e e e e e 3 Higher than anticipated contamination levels and radiation
BWR Recirculation dose rates necessitating "jumper" crews; more consumables
System Pumps and (plastic sheeting, absorbent materials, frequent HEPA
Piping Removals filter changes)
4 Adverse weather (rain, floods, snow, ice) affecting trans-
port of heavy components on-~site or at the burial facility
5 Labor agreement changes with respect tao worker classifica-
tion (composite crews; craftsmen substituted where labor-
¢rs were assumed)
6 Labor agreement changes with respect to crew size required
to perform an activity
§ Reactor VYessel and 75% 1 Breakdown of highly specialized cutting tools and segment
Internals Removal handling equipment; insufficiency or unavailability of
spare parts
2 Longer setup crew training required in tocol operation
3 Higher than anticipated activation levels requiring addi~
tional segmentation to meet curie/dose rate shipping limits;
more consumables required (cutting gases, power, etc,)
4 Delays in return of shipping cask from burial facility
5 Difficulties in temporary on-site storage of segments until
cask(s) returns
6 Double handling of segments required - caused by cask delays
7 Unforseen difficulties loading segments into cask liners at
a depth of 30 or more feet under water
§ Delays waiting for reactor water visibility to improve
9 Delays caused by main crane usage for other activities
10 Difficulty decontaminating cask limer exterior before load-

ing into cask
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TABLE 13.1

(Continued)
Category Contingency Reasons for Contingency
6 {(Cont'd.} 11 Difficulty draining/drying cask interior prior to shipment
12 Difficulty decontaminating cask exterior prior to shipment
; —R;a;t;tﬁ?;c;a;i;g— o ;5; ) I “igpét;m;n;a;y-s;iélai;g“r;q;i;ea‘;o-m;e; ;r;n;p;r;a;i;n- )
mits

2 Additional cask leasing costs due to transport delays
3 Delays caused by difficulties installing cask liner
closure cover
4 Delays caused by difficulties unloading and reloading cask
liner to meet curie and weight limits
5 Delays caused by difficulties loading liner into cask
6 Unforseen increases in liner costs or cask rental charges
(e.g., additional segmentation of vessel internals to meet
cask curie limits or weight limits, thereby requiring more
liners and cask shipments; higher priority cask rental
rates to assure cask availability)
8 Reactor Shipping 25% 1 Adverse weather conditions restricting shipments to
burial facility
2 Additional overweight permits or escorted shipments regquired
3 sShipment interrupted by state officials for inspection
4 Delays enroute caused by road congestion/construction
5

>R g

B I3 ELE

Delays caused by temporary road detours e 2= R E.

e s = m s e e e e e s m e m m e e e e e M e e e o e o o o e o o . o . o agg«wgg
9 Reactor Burial 56% 1 additional curie charges due to underestimation of curie S E E ; g e
load o Se f e

2 hAdditional weight charges due to additional shielding E ;,; ;;§

required sSeESa

3 Additional special handling charges for unusual handling — ; a -

required Y =

4 Shipment rejection or delay caused by inadequate shipping 2 Eo::q'

documents s a

5 Congestion at burial facility caused by multiple shippers a °©

6 Delays unloading due to inclement weather g

7 Additional burial costs if additional segmentation was re- E

quired; more liners to be buried with associated veid volume g




Category Contingency

TABLE 13.1
{Continued)

Reasons for Contingency

1% LSA Packaging

Wk e s ok e e e we me e = e e e e e

11 LSA Shipping

LmET

12 LSA Burial

W e e e e e we e o m we m we we v e e

13 Clean Component and
Concrete Removals,
Clean Waste Disposal

14 supplies and Con-
sumables

1%

More containers needed to accommodate higher than &sti-
mated void fraction

Rejection of containers caused by damage during loading
Unloading and releading to meet curie and/or weight limits

TR T M M e w w e wm m mm m oam e o e e e e e e e o e e owe e e

Unforseen increases in “special train™ charges for heavy
components (e.g., additional mobilization/setup equipment
and crew; slower train speed due to adverse weather or
steeper grades)

Larger number of shipments required to meet weight
restrictions in each state

Longer routes required to aveid traffic problems, road
construction or states/communities with adverse radio-
active shipment rules

Shipment rejection because of improper container documen-
tation, container type, curie level

Higher burial costs because of higher curie level, weight
surcharges, special site shutdown fees (package >18 R/hr)
More containers (and burial volumetric charges) to meet
weight/curie per package limits

Additional special handling fees for unusual "slit
trench” equipment or manpower

T e e e e e e e e W R wm am ae m e e e e e

additional handling required to disassemble large compon~
ents to fit through doors or to load onto trucks for dis-
posal

e T T T i U

Additional guantities required (e.g., additional crew size
requiring more protective clothing; higher than expected
cutting blade wear rate or torch tip consumption)
Replacement of spoileh or non-specification materials
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EXAMPLE APPLICATION OF CONTIHGEHCY

‘ Estimate Contingency Contingency

Activity Category 8 (Thousands) (%) §(Thousands)
1 Engineering 4,324 15 648.6
2 Utility and DOC Staff 23,511 15 3,526.6
3 Decontamination 5,946 56 2,972.8
4 Contaminated Component

Removal 16,529 25 4,132.2
5 Contaminated Concrete

Removal 1,969 25 492.3
6 Steam Generator/Pressur- -

izer Circ Pump Removal 158 25 37.7
7 Reactor Removal 2,914 75 2,185.5
8 Reactor Packaging 404 25 181.0
9 Reactor Shipping 1,801 25 254.3
1¢ Reactor Burial 3,984 5@ 1,992.¢
11 Conventional LSA

Packaging 2,413 14 241.3
12 Conventional LSA

Shipping 964 15 l44.6
13 Conventional LSA

Burial 14,776 25 3,693.9
14 Clean Component

Removal ’ 15,184 15 2,277.0
15 supplies/Consumables 5,935 25 1,483.8
Total 100,000 24,179.6

Average Effective Contingency:

13-38

24,179.6 =
160,099

24.2%
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depend on the knowledge and experisnce of the estimator.
An  experienced estimator may only have to include a few
allowances since reliable estimates for all other activity
costs will already have been developed. At best, this
section can identify the types of allowance items expected
to be encountered ‘in an estimate. These allowance types
are identified herein.

The typical items that may not be well known at the early
cost estimating stage include:

Site Taxes

Small Tools

Protective Clothing and Supplies

Equipment Rental

Surface Contamination ¢f Building Walls/Floors
Amount of Backfill Soil Cover Required

~Number of Pipe Hangers, Seismic Restraints

- amount of Cable, Cable Trays, Conduit

LI I |

sone of these -items may be known, or may be already
identified in collateral costs. The estimator needs to
apply "best judgment® in providing these estimates, The
results of that judgment should be included in the total
cost estimate for items such as those exemplified above,
There 1is no separate category known as "allowances" in the
cost estimate.,

13.5 REFERENCES

13.1 Cost Engineers Notebook: American Association of Cost
Engineers, AA-4,000, pg 3 of 22, Rev, 2 (January
1978) (Updated periodically).

13.2 §,H. 2aheer, "Contingency and Capital Cost Esti-
mates®, AACE Cost Engineer’'s Notebook {(March, 1983).

13-9
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QUESTION:

From the decommissioning experience perspective of TLG Services, Inc. (TLG), please identify
some of the activities for which contingency dollars have been needed to respond to, compensate
for, and/or provide adequate funding of decontamination and dismantling/decommissioning
tasks.

RESPONSE:

Contingency dollars are spent every day on activities that don’t go exactly as planned. Owners
typically don’t attribute/record specific expenditures to contingency but there are many
decommissioning related activities that are discussed in public fora that likely required
contingency dollars to complete.

Weather is a factor in any outdoor work; however, it is problematic to capture its financial
impact in preplanning a long-duration project. The decommissioning of the Maine Yankee
reactor was plagued by adverse weather. Freezing temperatures during the winter resulted in iced
crane rails, hindering the loading of the spent fuel casks. Shipments of frozen contaminated soil
sent to Utah for disposal were returned to the site once the soil thawed and the water content
exceeded disposal limits. Heavy spring rains re-contaminated areas of the site that had been
remediated. Initially, low river levels prevented the shipment of the reactor pressure vessel by
barge to the waste disposal site. Later, heavy rains raised the river level, but to the level that
prevented barge shipments due to low bridge clearance.

Despite the weather issues, changes in state regulations that reclassified concrete rubble as a
special waste, and a more restrictive site release criteria, the final cost to decommissioning
Maine Yankee was reported to be close to the initial planning cost projections, inclusive of the
contingency amount. Thus, its contingency provision was relied upon to successfully execute
the project and bring it in on budget.
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QUESTION:
Has the AIF/NESP-036 report, “Guidelines for Producing Commercial Nuclear Power Plant

Decommissioning Cost Estimates” been changed or updated since 2010? If not, is the version
relied upon for the 2015 analysis the same version FPL utilized for its 2010 Turkey Point and St.
Lucie decommissioning estimates?

RESPONSE:

No, the AIF/NESP-036 report has not been updated or changed since 2010. Yes, the same
version was relied upon (as guidelines) in developing the 2010 and 2015 decommissioning cost
estimates.
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QUESTION:
For the purposes of the following requests, please refer to the Assumptions tab of the 2015

Decommissioning Studies, page 7 of 10 for Turkey Point, and page 8 of 11 for St. Lucie. FPL
states that the Florida Public Service Commission (Commission) authorized it in Order No. PSC-
02-0055-PAA-EI to begin recording the amortization of estimated end of life materials and
supplies (EOL M&S) costs as a base rate fuel expense with a credit to a separate unfunded sub-
account of Reserve Account 228. However, page 25 of that Order indicates that the Commission
found that the amortization expense associated with EOL M&S inventories be accounted for as a
debit to nuclear maintenance expense and not as a base rate fuel expense.

a. Please explain how FPL has been accounting for the annual EOL M&S amortization
expenses approved in Order PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI and whether its accounting treatment
complies with the Commission's Order.

b. Based on current estimates shown in Support Schedule E of both studies, please indicate
the resulting annual amortization expenses (for both plants) for EOL M&S inventories
and provide the supporting calculations.

c. Is FPL proposing a different accounting treatment for the EOL M&S inventories
amortization in the current decommissioning studies? If so, please explain the change and
why the accounting treatment previously approved is not still appropriate.

d. FPL proposes that any change in amortization accruals relating to EOL M&S inventories
amortization should be addressed in FPL's next base rate proceeding. Please explain why.

RESPONSE:

The statement on page 8 of 11 inadvertently referenced the treatment applicable to End of Life
Last Core Nuclear Fuel. The statement should have indicated the treatment to be a debit to
nuclear maintenance expense as indicated in Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI (page 25).

a. In accordance with Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI, effective May 2002, FPL began
recording the annual amortization expense associated with the EOL M&S inventories as a
debit to nuclear maintenance expense account 528 and a credit to an unfunded operating
reserve account 228. Effective January 2013, consistent with the Stipulation and Settlement
Agreement approved by the Commission in Order No. PSC-13-0023-S-EI and with updated
estimates included in the decommissioning study filed with the Commission on December
13, 2010 in compliance with Order No. PSC-11-0381-PAA-EI, the annual amortization
expense was updated to reflect the current annual amortization of $937,996 for Turkey Point
and $469,481 for St. Lucie. '

b. The required annual amortization is determined by dividing the difference between the
estimated EOL value and the cumulative amortization balance at a point in time, by the
remaining amortization period (assumed to be at the end of operating license). For purposes
of this response, a calculation of the change in amortization based on the estimates shown on
Support Schedule E and an effective date of January 1, 2017, would result in an annual
amortization of $1,262,575 for Turkey Point and $709,862 for St. Lucie. Supporting
calculations are provided as Attachment No. 1 to this response.
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FPL is not proposing any change in the accounting for EOL M&S Inventories.

As directed by the Commission, the recovery of EOL M&S Inventory costs are considered as
a base rate component. As such, FPL believes that any change should be considered in
conjunction with changes in other base rate costs and revenue requirement determinations
addressed in the 2016 Base Rate case.
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Fiorida Power and Light Company
2015 Decommissioning Study
St Lucie Plant
{Change in Annual Amortization Assuming An Effective Date of 1/1/2017)

Line St. Lucie

Number Unit 2

1 Adjusted Ending Inventory Value @ End of License $ 27,154,326

2 Estimated Salvage (259,706)

3 inventory Subject to Write-off $ 26,894,620

4

5 FPL's Ownership Share Net of Participants $ 24,891,575

6

7 Actual Reserve Balance Accrued as of 12/31/16 6,228,114

8

9 Remaining Amount to be Recovered as of 12/31/16 $ 18,663,460

10

11

12 Total Number of Months From:

13 12/31/16 to End of License - 4/6/2043 3155

14

15 Required Accrual From 1/1/17 to End of License

16 Monthly Effective.1/1/2017 $ 59,155

17 Annual Effective 1/1/2017 $ 709,862

18

19 Current Accrual Effective 01/01/13

20 Monthly $ 39,123

21 Annual $ 469,481

22

23 Increase (Decrease) Required Effective 1/1/17

24 Monthly $ 20,032

25 Annual $ 240,381

26

27

28

29

30

3

32
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Florida Power and Light Company
2015 Decommissioning Study
Turkey Point Plant
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(Change in Annual Amortization Assuming An Effective Date of 1/1/2017)

Adjusted Ending Inventory Value @ End of License
Estimated Salvage

Inventory Subject to Write-off

FPL's Ownership Share 100%

Actual Reserve Balance Accrued as of 12/31/16
Remaining Amount to be Recovered as of 12/31/16
Total Number of Months From:

12/31/16 to End of License 4/10/2033

Required Accrual From 1/1/17 to End of License

Monthly Effective 1/1/2017

Annual Effective 1/1/2017
Current Accrual Effective 01/01/13

Monthly

Annual

Increase (Decrease) Required Effective 1/1/17
Monthly
Annual

Turkey
Point
Unit 4

$ 36,786,556
351,829

$ 36,434,727
$ 36,434,727
15,865,270

$ 20,569,457

195.5
$ 105,214.61
$ 1,262,575
$ 78,166
$ 937,99
$ 27,048
$ 324579
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QUESTION:

For the following request, please refer to Schedule E, Page 1 of 1, 2015 Decommissioning
Studies, for both Turkey Point and St. Lucie Nuclear Units.

a. Please identify the major factors that would affect the cost estimate of EOL M&S.

b. Please explain how the amounts on lines “Adjusted Ending Inventory Value @ End
of License” were derived for each nuclear plant (TP and SL). Please provide any
supporting work papers.

c. How does FPL determine the salvage values of its EOL M&S?

d. Based on current estimates shown in Support Schedule E, please indicate the resulting
annual amortization expense for EOL M&S inventories (both TP and SL) and provide
the supporting calculations.

RESPONSE:

a. The major factors that would affect the cost estimate of EOL M&S are as follows:
1. Beginning balance of inventory used as a basis to develop the EOL estimate;
2. The escalation factor used to estimate the value of purchases for each year; and
3. The inventory turnover rate assumed to estimate the inventory issues each year.

b. The Adjusted Ending Inventory Value @ End of License reduces the estimated inventory
value at shut down for commodities that would be presumed to be zero at shut down or expected
to be used during decommissioning activities (e.g. Tools and Parts). Refer to FPL’s response to
Staff’s First Data Request No. 86 for supporting work papers.

¢. Nuclear inventory is unique and will have little value other than scrap value when the units are
decommissioned. FPL determined the salvage value of its EOL M&S is based on prior obsolete
inventory sales as a reasonable basis that FPL could expect to receive in the future. Refer to
FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Data Request Nos. 86 and 87 for supporting work papers.

d. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 46(b) and related attachment.
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QUESTION:

The following series of questions relate to research and possible findings surrounding the last
core of nuclear fuel (last core):

a. Please identify and describe any research FPL is aware of that has been or is currently
being undertaken regarding possible ways to minimize the costs of the last core.

b. Please identify any information regarding the feasibility of moving the unburned fuel
remaining at any nuclear unit at the time of unit shutdown to another unit.

c. Please indicate any new technologies on the horizon that would allow FPL to burn all
the nuclear fuel by the time each nuclear unit ceases operation so there is no unburned
fuel remaining.

d. Please indicate any information regarding the possibility of redesigning the burn
cycles to reinsert once-burned fuel instead of fresh fuel in the last cycles prior to
shutdown. What would be the effect?

e. Please indicate any information regarding the possibility of a fuel designed
specifically for the last cycles to eliminate the last core.

f. Please indicate the possibility of a nuclear fuel reprocessing industry being developed
in the future.

g. Please identify orders from the Federal Government and/or any other states that FPL
knows to have addressed cost recovery of the last core.

RESPONSE:

a. In 2000, FPL conducted analyses of utilizing shorter operating cycles to lower last core
exposure. The analysis indicated that running shorter cycles will result in lower unit fuel costs
for the nuclear units, but will not significantly reduce, and may increase, the amount of
underutilized fuel in the reactor at the end of the last cycle of operation. With shorter cycles, a
typical fuel assembly will reside in the core for more cycles and will be amortized at a less rapid
rate. As a result the portion of the last core attributable to the fresh fuel is lower, but the portion
of the last core attributable to the once, twice, and thrice burned fuel is increased since the fuel
has been amortized at a lower rate. This analysis did not consider the system fuel cost impacts of
operating the nuclear units on shorter cycles. Shorter cycles imply that the nuclear units would
be refueling more frequently and the overall availability of the units over their remaining lives
would be less than under the current 18 month operating cycle. During these more frequent
refueling outages, generating units with higher marginal costs would be dispatched to serve the
customers’ load increasing system fuel costs. The overall economics of using the shorter
operating cycles are not projected to be favorable.

b. Moving the unburned fuel from one nuclear unit to the other at the time of unit shutdown is
not feasible because a) the spent fuel pools where the fuel assemblies are stored are physically
separated and b) the energy left in the fuel would not be sufficient to be able to operate a full
cycle without the introduction of fresh fuel. Additionally, prior NRC approval in the form of an
amendment to the facility operating license would be required for moving partially irradiated
fuel assemblies from one unit to another, and FPL is not aware that NRC has ever authorized
such an action.
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¢. FPL is not aware of any technology that would allow FPL to burn all the nuclear fuel by the
time each nuclear unit ceases operation.

d. Redesigning the last few cycles with reinsert once-burn fuel is not feasible since once burned
fuel will not have sufficient energy to operate at full power for an entire cycle.

Light water reactors cannot run at full power without the inseértion of fresh fuel assemblies with
sufficient enrichment at the beginning of an operating cycle. Therefore, a fuel management
strategy that does not utilize fresh fuel assemblies may indeed yield a lower last core exposure,
but to the detriment of system fuel costs. Running a base load resource at less than full power
would require that a resource with a higher marginal cost will have to be dispatched to serve the
customers’ load. The incremental cost of the replacement power will be greater than the nuclear
fuel cost reduction achieved by attempting to minimize the last core.

e. As stated in FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 48(d), light water reactors can
not run at full power without the insertion of fresh fuel. Therefore, in order to be able to run the
core at full power the entire cycle will require fresh fuel. There are no unique fuel designs that
could be used to circumvent having to use fresh fuel in the last core.

f. In 2009, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) cancelled the Global Nuclear Energy
Partnership (GNEP) program. GNEP was an international program proposed by the Bush
administration to promote the use of nuclear power and to find solutions to closing the nuclear
fuel cycle, including potential reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel. DOE announced that it had
decided to cancel the GNEP program because it was no longer pursuing domestic commercial
reprocessing, which was the primary focus of the GNEP program. Therefore, as of this date,
there is no ongoing program to support a reprocessing industry in the future.

g. FPL is aware of the following documents:

1. Docket No. ER87-390-000 FERC, Re: Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power Company,
June 12, 1987. Commission did not object to the establishment of two reserves to recover
the unburned nuclear fuel and material and supplies inventory remaining at the end of the
unit’s life.

2. Docket Nos. EL89-112-000 and ER 89-3112-000 FERC, Re: Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Power Corporation, August 1, 1990. Settlement allowing Vermont Yankee to collect in
rates the amount necessary to fund a reserve equal to the projected costs of the unburned
nuclear fuel expected to remain in the unit’s reactor at the end of the service life is
reasonable.
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. Case No. U-11180-R Michigan Public Service Commission, August 31, 1999. Re:

Consumer Energy Company A minimum amount of nuclear fuel is necessary to support
ongoing reactor operation and discontinuation will necessarily leave some of that fuel in
the core unburned. Because the unburned fuel has no other economic value, it is recover
the cost through the Power Supply Cost Recovery Clause.

. Docket No. E-002/D-90-184, Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, Re: Northern

States Power Company, February 25, 1991. Costs of unburned nuclear fuel recoverable
as part of decommissioning costs.

. Docket No. E-002/M096-1201, Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, Re: Northern

States Power Company, April 3, 1997. End-of-life fuel or the portion of unused nuclear
fuel in the reactor at the time of shutdown is recoverable over the remaining life of the
units.

. Docket No. E-002/M-99-1438, Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, In the Matter of

Northern State Power Company’s Petition for Approval of its 1999 Review of Nuclear
Plant Decommissioning, April 17, 2000. Costs of unburned fuel remaining in the core
recoverable from ratepayers as end-of-life fuel costs.
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QUESTION:

Please explain how FPL is currently accounting for the amortization of the last core.

RESPONSE:

In accordance with Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI, FPL has recorded the amortization of
estimated Last Core costs as a base rate nuclear fuel expense (Account 518) with a credit to a
separate unfunded reserve (Account 228).
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QUESTION:
Please identify the amount of annual amortization expense associated with the last core that
FP&L is currently recording.

RESPONSE:

Effective January 2013, consistent with the Stipulation and Settlement Agreement approved by
the Commission in Order No. PSC-13-0023-S-El and with updated estimates included in the
decommissioning study filed with the Commission on December 13, 2010 in compliance with
Order No. PSC-11-0381-PAA-EI, FPL is recording $11,753,697 annual amortization expense for
last core.
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QUESTION:

Please detail FPL’s exact methodology for determining the cost of unburned fuel remaining in
the reactor at the end of plant life.

RESPONSE:

The total cost of a fresh batch of fuel is determined for three cycles. This cost of fresh fuel is
either the actual cost (if data is available) or is the forecasted cost from the approved nuclear fuel
budget. Since an assembly is typically in the reactor core for three cycles, the total cost is
amortized over its first, second, and third cycles of operation. The fraction of cost (referred to as
burn rate, i.e. 43%, 40%, and 17% as assumed for PSL1) for each cycle of operation is based on
burnup predictions from approved core physics codes. These burn rates are unique to each
operating plant due to using different fuel designs and/or cycle lengths to meet system
requirements.

The total value for a cycle N is equal to the sum of the costs of fresh fuel in cycles N-2, N-1, and
N. The cost of the burned fuel is calculated by summing the fractional costs of fresh fuel for
each cycle it has operated.

Burned Fuel Cost Cycle N =BR1 x (Cycle N-2 Cost) + BR2 x (Cycle N-2 Cost)+ BR3 x (Cycle N-2 Cost)
+ BR1 x (Cycle N-1 Cost) + BR2 x (Cycle N-1 Cost)
+ BR1 x (Cycle N Cost)

where,
BR1 = Burn rate for 1st cycle of operation
BR2 = Burn rate for 2nd cycle of operation
BR3 = Burn rate for 3rd cycle of operation

The remaining value of the unburned fuel is the difference between the fresh fuel value minus
the burned fuel value over the three cycles.

Remaining value unburned fuel = Total value cycle N — Burned Fuel Value Cycle N

This calculation was performed for each unit and future cycles were escalated by 2.5% (assumed
annual escalation) and used as the starting point in the appropriate year (2017 for PSL1, 2018 for
PSL2, 2018 for PTN3 and 2018 for PTN4). The unburned fuel cost value was then escalated by
3.5% (assumed 17 month escalation) for each cycle of operation until the end of licensed life.
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QUESTION:

For the following request, please refer to Schedule F, Page 1 of 1, 2015 Decommissioning
Studies, for both the Turkey Point and St. Lucie Nuclear Units. Please indicate the resulting
annual amortization expense for the last core and please provide the supporting calculations for
this request.

RESPONSE:

The required amortization is determined by dividing the difference between the estimated EOL
value and the cumulative amortization balance at a point in time, by remaining amortization
period (assumed to the end of operating license). For the purpose of this response, a calculation
of the annual amortization expense based on the estimates shown on Support Schedule F and an
assumed effective date of January 1, 2017 to align with the effective date of FPL’s 2016 base
rate case. The amortization amounts are shown in Attachment No. 1.



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 52

Attachment No. 1

Page 1 of 4

52. For the following request, please refer to Schedule F, Page 1 of 1, 2015 Decommissioning Studies, for both the
Turkey Point and St. Lucie Nuclear Units. Please indicate the resulting annual amortization expense for the last core and
please provide the supporting calculations for this request.
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The required amortization is determined by dividing the difference between the estimated EOL value and the
cumulative amortization balance at a point in time, by remaining amortization period (assumed to the end of
operating license). For the purpose of this response, a calculation of the annual amortization expense based
on the estimates shown on Support Schedule F and an assumed effective date of January 1, 2017, would
result in the following amortization amounts

Last Core Last Core
Unit Monthly Amortization Annual Amortization
St. Lucie U1 266,634 3,199,608
St. Lucie U2 247,701 2,972,416
Turkey Point U3 211,298 2,535,575
Turkey Point U4 197,109 2,365,311
922,742 11,072,910

Supporting calculation are provided as an attachment to this response.
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2015 Decommissioning Study
Support Schedule: End-of-Life Unamortized Nuclear Fuel

Line St. Lucie St. Lucie

Number Unit 1 Unit 2

1 Estimated Cost of Unburned Fuel @ End of License

2 FPL's Ownership Share Net of Participants a 89,300,000 a 98,700,000

3

4 Actual Reserve Balance at 12/31/2016 b 27,840,871 b 20,550,242

5

6 Remaining Amount to be Recovered as of 12/31/2016 ¢ =(a-b) 61,459,129 c=(a-b) 78,149,758

7

8

9 Total Number of Months From:

10 12/31/16 to End of License: d 230.5 d 315.5

11

12 Required Accrual From 1/1/17 to End of License

13 Monthly Effective 1/1/2017 e = (c/d) 266,634 e =(c/) 247,701

14 Annual Effective 1/1/2017 f=(ex12) 3,199,608 r=(ex12) 2,972,416

16

16  Current Accrual Effective 01/01/13

17 Monthly 244 435 222,636

18 Annual 2,933,220 2,671,634

19

20 Increase (Decroase) Required Effective 1/1/17

21 Monthly 22,199 25,065

22 Annual 266,387 300,782

23

24

25

26

27
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Support Schedule: End-of-Life Unamortized Nuclear Fuel

Turkey Turkey
Line Point Point
Number Unit 3 Unit 4
1 Estimated Cost of Unburned Fuel @ End of License
2 FPL's Ownership Share (100%) a 67,500,000 a 62,700,000
3
4 Actual Reserve Balance at 12/31/2016 b 28,092,935 b 24,165,135
5
6 Remaining Amount to be Recovered at 12/31/2016 ¢ = (a-b) 39,407,065 ¢ =(a-b) 38,534,865
7
8
9 Total Number of Months From:
10 12/31/16 to End of License d 186.5 d 195.5
11
12 Required Accrual From 1/1/17 to End of License
13 Monthly Effective 1/1/2017 e = (¢/d) 211,298 e= () 197,109
14 Annual Effective 1/1/2017 f=(ex12) 2,535,575 f=(ax12) 2,365,311
15
16 Current Accrual Effective 01/01/13
17 Monthly 252,651 259,752
18 Annual 3,031,814 3,117,029
19
20 Increase (Decrease) Required Effective 1/1/17
21 Monthly (41,353) (62,643)
22 Annual (496,239) (751,717)
23
24
25
26
27
28
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QUESTION:

For the following request, please refer to FPL’s 2015 Nuclear Decommissioning Study,
Executive Summary page 1 of 2. Here it is stated that “the currently calculated funding position
has narrowed primarily because the increase in decommissioning costs outpaced the realized
earnings from the trust fund investments over the last five years.”

a. Has FPL’s total decommissioning fund earned at least the Consumer Price Index (CPI) level
during the last five years? (December 31, 2010 to December 31, 2015)?

b. Please provide a schedule detailing the nuclear decommissioning trust fund performance
(calculated net of administrative costs on an after-tax, time weighted rate of return basis as of
12/31/2015) relative to the CPI for the past one year, two years, three years, five years, ten years,
and since inception.

c. Please further elaborate on the statement “[t]he 2015 study and the 2010 study have been
prepared excluding the unrealized gains and losses. If one includes these unrealized gains, the
funding position actually increased modestly between 2010 and 2015, reflecting an average
annual earnings rate for the trust funds of about 5.1 percent over the five year period.”

RESPONSE:
a. Yes, please see subpart (b) below.

b. Total Nuclear Decommissioning Trust Fund
Time Weighted Returns after tax, after fees
for the periods ending 12/31/15

NDT cp1®

1 YEAR -1.1% 0.9%

2 YEARS 3.0% 0.8%

3 YEARS 6.1% 1.0%

5 YEARS 6.2% 1.6%

10 YEARS 5.0% 1.9%
SINCE INCEPTION 6.8% 2.7%

(1) CP1- All Urban Consumers (CP1-U) Unadjusted

c. FPL has not included unrealized gains and losses in the decommissioning fund balances
because these represent “non-cash” items that are subject to changes in the market;
however, we believe that these gains provide further insight into the performance of the
funds. The 5.1% average annual earnings rate for the trust funds represents the
jurisdictional Compound Annual Growth (CAGR) since the last decommissioning study
in 2010. Please see Attachment No. 1 for full calculation.




CAGR = {{Ending Value/Beginning Value)}*{1/5)) -~ 1

Estimated Total Funds Balance 2010
Estimated Total Funds Balance 2015

Increase

CAGR Calculation

*** Net of Jurisdiction Factor - 98.8182% ***
Estimated Fund Balance - {12/31/10)
Qualified

Non Qualified

Unrealized Gains

Total Estimated fund Balance

*** Net of Jurisdiction Factor - 94.631% ***
Estimated Fund Balance - {12/31/15)
Qualified

Non Qualified

Unrealized Gains

Total Estimated fund Balance

Gross of Juris

Nov 2015
$2,486,272 A
$3,195,068 B

$708,796
5.14%

L L2 [ ]
u3 ua Ul
$335,613 $384,584 $434,817

150,117 160,831 135,269
| P [

u3 ua Ut

$407,579 $467,001 $527,993

170,848 183,050 153,948
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Total

$1,552,765 Agrees to 2010 Schedule G
512,029 Agrees to 2010 Schedule G

421,478 net of Juris Factor
$2,486,272 A

Total

$1,885,428 Agrees to 201S Schedule G
582,799 Agrees to 2015 Schedule G

726,841 net of Juris Factor
$3,195,068 B
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QUESTION:

Please explain how FPL’s current Decommissioning Cost Studies comply with the NRC’s rule
on financial requirements for nuclear power reactors.

RESPONSE:

The costs and schedules included in the decommissioning cost studies follow the general
guidance and processes described in the 1996 NRC published revisions to the general
requirements for decommissioning nuclear power plants under the U.S. Code of Federal
Regulations, Title 10, Parts 2, 50 and 51, “Decommissioning of Nuclear Power Reactors,”
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Federal Register Volume 61. The format and content of the
estimates is also consistent with the recommendations of Regulatory Guide 1.202, issued by the
NRC in February 2005.
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Please provide the NRC’s minimum decommissioning trust fund requirements for Turkey Point
Units 3 and 4, and St. Lucie Units 1 and 2, expressed in 2015 dollars.

RESPONSE:

The NRC’s minimum decommissioning trust fund requirements expressed in 2015 dollars are as

follows:

St. Lucie Unit 1

St. Lucie Unit 2V
Turkey Point Unit 3
Turkey Point Unit 4

() EPL share only.

NRC Minimum
(2015 dollars)
$496,401,912
$422.460,316
$480,231,806
$480,231,806
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QUESTION:

Please explain the extent to which FPL’s collections made to assure the availability of adequate
decommissioning funds exceed the minimum NRC requirements. Please include copies of any
correspondence to or from the NRC regarding this matter.

RESPONSE:

Beginning on March 31, 1999 and at least every two years thereafter, FPL must submit a
decommissioning report to the NRC for the St. Lucie and Turkey Point nuclear units that
demonstrate adequate funds are available based on the methods described in 10 CFR 50.75(b)
and (c). Currently, FPL meets NRC minimum requirements. Refer to FPL’s response to Staff's
First Data Request No. 60 for FPL's latest NRC filing.

FPL does not earmark each cost component of decommissioning within the trust. See NRC letter
dated November 26, 2008 provided as Attachment No. 1, St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 -
Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report (TAC Nos. MD9354 and MD9355), provides FPL
should report all funds within the external trust to the NRC as designated for radiological
decommissioning purposes since FPL does not earmark each cost component of
decommissioning within the trust.

From the 2015 Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report as of 12/31/14:

Unit Trust Fund Balance NRC Minimum Variance

St. Lucie Unit 1 $954,975,866 $500,028,175 $454,947,691
St. Lucie Unit 2* $805,593,858 $425,546,428 $380,047,430
Turkey Point Unit 3 $790,655,092 $483,739,945 $306,915,147
Turkey Point Unit 4 $892,671,817 $483,739,945 $408,931,872

* St. Lucie Unit 2 values are for FPL only.
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November 26, 2008

Mr. J. A. Stall

Senior Vice President, Nuclear and
Chief Nuclear Officer

Florida Power and Light Company
P.O. Box 14000

Juno Beach, Florida 33408-0420

SUBJECT: ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2 - BIENNIAL DECOMMISSIONING
FUNDING REPORT (TAC NOS. MD9354 AND MD9355)

Dear Mr. Stall:

By letter dated January 29, 2008 (Agencywide Documents Access and Management System
(ADAMS) Accession No. ML083260472), Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) responded to
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff's request for additional information dated
December 31, 2007 (ADAMS Accession No. ML0O73090054), regarding the 2006 biennial
decommissioning funding status report. The response discussed the reduction from the 2004
reported balance to the 2006 reported balance in FPL's radiological decommissioning trust fund.
According to the January 29, 2008 letter, FPL did not withdraw or otherwise receive a
disbursement of funds from the Decommissioning Trust Fund (DTF).

The Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, section 50.75(f)(1), requires all nuclear reactor
licensees to submit decommissioning funding status reports every 2 years. According to FPL,
TLG Services prepared Decommissioning Cost Studies (TLG Studies) for FPL in January 2001
and then in October 2005, which were used for the 2004 and 2006 biennial decommissioning
reports, respectively. The TLG Studies provided amounts greater than the NRC’s required
minimum formula amounts for radiological decommissioning. Reasonable assurance of
decommissioning funding is provided because FPL provides decommissioning funding
assurance based on site-specific cost estimates that meet or exceed the NRC’s formula
amounts.

According to FPL, it maintains external trust fund accounts for the purpose of decommissioning
the St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 (St. Lucie). The funds include the following
nonsegregated components: license termination costs (radiological costs), spent fuel
management costs, and non-nuclear demolition and restoration costs. Under NRC guidance,
FPL may commingle their funds within the DTF, but must properly earmark each component.
Because FPL does not earmark the three cost components, FPL should be reporting all funds
within the external trust to the NRC as radiological decommissioning (license termination costs)
unless the state regulatory authority will not allow the use of certain funds for radiological
decommissioning.
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J. A, Stali -2-

If FPL decides to create subaccounts in the future, funds within the current external trust may
not be moved to nonradiological subaccounts unless the FPL provides the NRC with sufficient
documentation that the state regulator specifically authorized collections for those
nonradiological purposes in certain amounts that are not to be used for radiological
decommissioning.

Based on the response provided in the January 29, 2008 letter, no further action is requested of
you at this time and TAC Nos. MD9354 and MD9355 will be closed.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, feel free to contact me at 301-415-2020.
Sincerely,
/RA/
Brenda L. Mozafari, Senior Project Manager
Plant Licensing Branch [I-2
Division of Operating Reactor Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-335 and 50-389

cc: Distribution via Listserv
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If FPL decides to create subaccounts in the future, funds within the current external trust may
not be moved to nonradiological subaccounts unless the FPL provides the NRC with sufficient
documentation that the state regulator specifically authorized collections for those
nonradiological purposes in certain amounts that are not to be used for radiological
decommissioning. '

Based on response provided in the January 29, 2008 letter, no further action is requested of you
at this time and TAC Nos. MD9354 and MD9355 will be closed.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, feel free to contact me at 301-415-2020.

Sincerely,
/RA/

Brenda L. Mozafari, Senior Project Manager
Plant Licensing Branch II-2

Division of Operating Reactor Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-335 and 50-389

cc: Distribution via Listserv
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QUESTION:

Please explain how FPL is complying with NRC requirements as they pertain to control of the
nuclear decommissioning trust funds.

RESPONSE:

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC) decommissioning rule requires that licensees
provide reasonable financial assurance that funds will be available for decommissioning through
one of three methods: (a) prepayment prior to the start of operation, (b) an external sinking fund,
or (c) surety, insurance or other guarantee method. An external sinking fund is defined as “a
fund established and maintained by setting funds aside periodically in an account segregated
from licensee assets and outside the licensee’s administrative control in which the total amount
of funds would be sufficient to pay decommissioning cost at the time termination of operation is
expected.”

The Company provides for financial assurance through the assets held in its nuclear
decommissioning fund which are held in trust with BNY Mellon as trustee. This constitutes an
external sinking fund which complies with the NRC final rule.
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QUESTION:

Please explain how FPL is complying with NRC requirements as they pertain to management of
the investments in the decommissioning trust funds.

RESPONSE:

Nuclear Regulatory Commission decommissioning regulations do not contain specific
requirements pertaining to nuclear decommissioning trust (“NDT”) fund investments for
licensees that are subject to cost of service regulation. However, NDTs that are subject to FERC
regulation must comply with the requirement that the funds be managed externally under the
“prudent investor” standard. FPL’s NDT funds are subject to FERC regulation and accordingly,
FPL's NDT trust assets are invested in accordance with the “prudent investor” standard of care
set forth in Restatement of the Law (Third), Trusts, which provides that the fiduciary must
exercise reasonable care, skill and caution, and apply such standard to investments not in
isolation but in the context of the trust portfolio and as part of an overall investment strategy,
incorporating risk and return objectives reasonably suitable to the trust. In addition, the fiduciary
has a duty to diversify the investments unless under the circumstances it is not prudent to do so,
must conform to the duties of loyalty and impartiality, act with prudence in delegating authority,
and incur only costs that are reasonable and appropriate.
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QUESTION:

Please explain whether FPL has requested any exceptions to the NRC guidelines on
decommissioning reserves. If so, please provide copies of any related correspondence to and
from the NRC regarding this matter.

RESPONSE:
FPL has not requested any exceptions to the NRC guidelines on decommissioning reserves for
the St. Lucie and Turkey Point nuclear units.
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QUESTION:

Please provide the most recent status report FPL submitted to the NRC of its decommissioning
funds. When is the next status report due to the NRC?

RESPONSE:
The most recent status report FPL submitted to the NRC of its decommissioning funds was
March 27, 2015. The status report is Attachment No. 1 of this response.

The next status report is due to the NRC by 3/31/2017.



March 27, 2015

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555-0001

RE: St. Lucle Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-335 and 50-389
Docket No. 72-61
Turkey Point Units 3-and 4
Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251
. Docket No. 72-62

NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC
Seabrook Station

Docket No, 50-443

Docket No. 72-63

NextEra Energy Duane Arnold, LLC
Duane Arnold.Energy Center
Docket No. 50-331

Docket Na 72-32

NextEra Energy Point Beach, LLC
Point Beach Units 1 and 2

Docket Nos. 50-266, 50-301
Docket No. 72-05

Decommissioning Funding Status Reports / Independent Spent
Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) Financial Assurance Update

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(f)(1) and 10 GFR 72.30(c), enclosed are the Decommissioning Funding Status (DFS)
Reports and Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Financial Assurance Update for the following units:

St. Lucie:Units 1 and'2
Turkey Point Units 3 and 4
Seabrook Station

Duare Arnold Energy Center
Paint Beach Units 1 and 2

A WN =S

Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) is the sole owner of Turkey Point Units 3 and 4.and St Lucle Unit 1. FPL,
Florida Municipal Power Agency, and Orlando Utilities Commission own St. Lucie Unit2. The report for St. Lucie Unit
2 provides the status of decommissioning funding for all three ewners of that unit.

NextEra Energy,. Inc.

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 60

Attachment No. 1

Page 1 of 29

“{2015-064
10 GFR 50.75(f)(1)
10 CFR 72.30(¢)

700 Universe Boulevard, Juno Beach, FL 33408
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NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC (Seabrook), Hudson Light and Power Department, Massachusetts Municipal
Wholesale Eléctric Company, and Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant own Seabrook Station. The report for Seabrook
Station provides the status of decommissioning funding for all four owners of that unit.

NextEra Energy Duane Arnold, LLC {Duane Amold), Central lowa Power Cooperative, and Corn Beit Power
Cooperative own Duane Arniold Energy Center: The report for Duane Amold Energy Center provides the status of
decommissioning funding for all three owners of that unit:

NextEra Energy Point Beach, LLC is the sole owner of Point Beach Units 1 and 2.

This letter contains no new cammitments.and no revisions to existing commitments,

Should there be any questions, please contact Stephanie Castaneda at (561) 694-3438.

James M. Petro, Jr.
Nuclear Licensing and RedUlatory Compliance Director

Enclosures (2)
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Decommissioning Funding Status Reports

10 CFR 50.75(f)(1)

- St. Lucie Units 1 and 2

- Turkey. Point Units 3-and 4

- Seabrook Station

- Duane Arnold Energy Center

- Point Beach Units 1 and 2
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St. Lucie Nuclear Plant - Unit 1
Florida Power and Light Company (FPL),
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c).

Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)

FPL (100%) » 500,028,175

(a) Refer to St. Lucie Unit 1 Attachment 1 for calculation

assumptions

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of

the report. (Trust fund balance is net of taxes)

Total’
FPL (100%) 954,875,866
3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).
Total

FPL (100%) (see note (b))

1,452,616,935

(b) Pursuant to Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC) Order No. PSC-11-0381-
PAA-EI, customer contributions to the decommissioning trust remain at zero effective

September 12, 2011,

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e){1)(v).

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report.

6. Any material changes to trust agreéments.

None

None

Nane

1 NRC letler dated Navember 26, 2008, St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 - Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report {TAC Nos.
MD9354 and MD9355), directed FPL to report all funds within the trust as designated for radiologicai decommissioning purposes
since FPL does not earmark each cost component of decommissioning within the trust. However, the trust includes non-earmarked
funds for spent fuel management and site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service Commission
(FPSC). FPI. understands that under NRC guidance, gither an order of the FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utifize
the funds for these non-radiological purposes. For infotmational purposes onfy, St. Lucie Unit 1 Attachment 2 allocates the trust
account.amounts by license termination, spent fuel management and site rostoration costs based on assumptians from the

decommissioning cost study filed in December 2010 with the FPSC.

Page | 1
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ATTACHMENT 1
ST. LUCIE NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 1
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $101.58 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$101.58 million is value for reference PWR in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year®
E = Energy escalation factor to current year®
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year5

# Item Description Value

1| Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 ° 122.7
2 Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 ° 1.98
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.43
5 Electric power escalation factor, 2014 ° 2147
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 Fuel escalation factor for 2014 * 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82

9 P = #5 divided by #6 - 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F(#10) per NUREG-1307 222
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 ° 13.885
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) ’ 4,92
14 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for PWR 101.58
156 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 500.0

2 NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

3 NUREG 1307 specified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series CIU20100000002204 (Seouth
Region).

* NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Prica Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils). and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

5 NUREG 1307 provides a value for B.in Table 2.1. In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 fora
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% Is disposed at a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an-operating license for a nuclear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial value when'preparing their decommissioning fund status (DES) reports due to the NRC by March 31, 2015,
because a fiewer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in 2014.

® December 2014 value is 214.7 {See note #4) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
7 Deceritber 2014 value is 221.0 (See note:#4) Information was pretiminary as of 81/15/15.

Page |2
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ATTACHMENT 2
ST. LUCIE NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 1

The St. Lucie Unit 1 trust includes non-earmarked funds for spent fuel management and
site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service
Commission (FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the
FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize the funds for these non-
radiological purposes. For informational purposes only, the data summarized below
allocates the NRC license termination portion of the trust fund balance based upon
percentages in FPL's most recent FPSC decommissioning cost study. St. Lucie Unit 1
is utilizing the formula method to demonstrate financial assurance pursuant to 10CFR
50.75(b).

Fiorida Power and Light Company
Decommissioning Trust Fund - License Termination Funds
- As of December 31, 2014

TLG Cost Study {thousands of $2010) St. Lucie Unit 1

License Termination 534,825
Spent Fuel Management 168,629
Site Restoration 43,670
Total 767,124
e e ]
Cateqory %
License Termination 69.72%
Spent Fuel Management 24,59%
Site Restoration - 5.68%
Total 100%
e
Projected Trust Fund Balance at Shutdown 1,452,616,935
Projection at Shutdown - License Termination Portion (Allocation based on 1,012,738,296
TLG Study)
Page |3
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St. Lucie Nuclear Plant - Unit 2
Florida Power and Light Company (FPL),
Florida Municipal Power Agency (FMPA),
Orlando Utilities Commission (OUC)
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. _The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c).

Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)
FPL (85.10449%) 425,546,428
FMPA (8.806%) 44,032,481
OUC (6.08951%) 30,449,266
Total 500,028,175

(a) Refer to St. Lucie Unit 2 Attachment 1 for calculation assumptions

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of
the report. (Trust fund balances are net of taxes)

Total’
FPL (85.10449%) 805,593,858
FMPA (8.806%) 65,028,723
QUC (6.08951%) 39,869,197
Total | 911,389,778

3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).

Total
FPL (85.10449%) (see note (b)) 1,410,418,037
FMPA (8.806%) (see note {c)) ' 115,423,223
OUC (6.08951%) (see note (c)) 69,802,214
Total | 1,595,653,474

(b} Pursuant to Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC) Order No. PSC-11-0381-
PAA-EIl, customer contributions to the decommissioning trust remain at zero effective
September 12, 2011.

(c} Assumes no contributions to the fund.

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e)(1)(v). None

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report. None

6. Any material changes to trust agreements.
None

9 NRC letter dated Novemnber 26, 2008, St Lucig Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 — Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report (TAC Nos:.
MD9354 and MD9355), directed FPL to report all funds within the trust as designated for radiological decommissianing purposes
since FPL does not eamiark each cost component of decommissioning within the-trust. However, the trust includes non-earmarked
funds for spent fuel management and site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida.Public Service Gommissian
(FPSC). FPL. understands.that under NRC guidance, either an order of the FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necassary to utitize
the funids for thase non-radiological purpases, For informational purposes only, St. Lucie Unit 2 Attachment 2 altocates the trust
account amounts by license termination, spent fuel management and site restoration costs based on assumptions from the
decommissioning cost study filed in December 2010 with the FPSC. .

Page | 4
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ATTACHMENT 1
ST. LUCIE NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 2
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $101.58 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$101.58 million is value for reference PWR in 1986 dollars
" L = Labor escalation factor to current year10
E = Energy escalation factor to current year'"
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year'

# item Description Value
1 Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 122.7
2 Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 ° 1.98
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.43
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 214.7
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 Fuel escalation factor for 2014 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
.11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F (#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 13,885
13 | 0.85L(#4) + 0.13E@#11) +0.22B(#12) 4.92
14 1986 minimum:millions of dollars for PWR 101.58
15 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 500.0

? NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

° NUREG 1307 specified that source is Buréau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series CIU20100000002201
(South Region).

" NUREG 1307 specifies that soutce is.a weighted calcutation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Brata, Producer Price index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oits) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

2 NUREG 1307 provides a'value for B in Table 2.1. Inthe January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 fora
comhbination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facifities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary {RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating license for a nuclear power reactor that they can use-Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial valua when preparing their decommissioning fund status (OFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31,
2015, becausa-a newer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued'in 2014.

¥ December 2014 value is 214.7. (See note #12) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
1 pecember 2014 value is 221.0 {See note #12) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.

Page | 6
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ATTACHMENT 2
ST. LUCIE NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 2

The St. Lucie Unit 2 trust includes non-earmarked funds for spent fuel management and
site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service
Commission (FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the
FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize the funds for these non-
radiological purposes. For informational purposes only, the data summarized below
allocates the NRC license termination portion of the trust fund balance based upon
percentages in FPL's most recent FPSC decommissioning cost study. St. Lucie Unit 2
is utilizing the formula method to demonstrate financial assurance pursuant to 10CFR

50.75(b).

Florida Power and Light Company
Decommissioning Trust Fund - License Termination Funds
As of December 31, 2014

ILG Cost Study (thousands of $2010)
License Termination

Spent Fuel Management

Site Restoration

Total

Category %

License Termination
Spent Fuel Management
Site Restoration '
Total

Projected Trust Fund Balance at Shutdown

Projection at Shutdown - License Termination Portion {Allocation based on

TLG Study)

Page | 6

St. Lucie Unit 2 | FPL |
517,410
142,476
51,744
711,630

e

FMPA | ouc ]

72.71%
20.02%
7.27%
100%

1,595,643,474: 1,410,418,037 115,423,223 69,802,214

1,160,156,106°  1,025,482,901 83,921,602 50,751,603
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Florida Power and Light Company (FPL),
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c).

Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)
FPL (100%) 483,739,945

(a) Refer to Turkey Point Unit 3 Attachment 1 for
calculation assumptions

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of

the report. (Trust fund balance is net of taxes)

Total™
FPL (100%) 790,655,092
3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).
Total
FPL (100%) (see noie (b)) 1,119,490,018

(b} Pursuant to Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC) Order No. PSC-11-0381-
PAA-E], customer contributions to the decommissioning trust remain at zero effective

September 12, 2011.

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to

10 CFR 50.75(e)(1){v).

None

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial

assurance occurring since the last submitted report.

6. Any material changes to trust agreements.

None

None

5 NRC letter dated November 26, 2008, St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2~ Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report (TAC Nos.
MD9354 and MD9355), directed FPL to report all funds within the trust as designated for radiological decommissioning purposes
since FPL does not earmark each cost component of decommissioning within the trust. However, the trust includes non-earmarked
funds for spent fuel management and site-restoration purposes collected at the directionof the Florida Public Service Commission
(FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize
the funds for these non-radiclogical purposes, For informational purposes only, Turkey Point Unit 3 Attachment 2 allocates the trust
account amounts by license termination, spent fuel management and site restoration costs based on assumptions from the

decommissioning cost study filed in Decamhber 2010 with the FPSC

Page |7
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ATTACHMENT 1
TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 3
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $98.27 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$98.27 million is value for reference PWR _in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year'’
E = Energy escalation factor to current year18
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year1g

# Item Description Value
1 Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 '/ 122.7
2 | Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 '© 1.98
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.43
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 % 214.7
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 2' 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F(#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 ° 13.885
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 4.92
14 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for PWR 98.27
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 483.7

'® NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

"7 NUREG 1307 specified that séurce is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series CiU20100000002201
(South Region).

® NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils) and wpu0543 {industrial electric power).

" NUREG 1307 provides a value for B in Table 2.1, Inithe danuary 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 for a
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed.using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at a compact-affiliated dispbsal facilities. NRC Regulatory. Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating license for a nuclear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial-value when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DF S) reports due to the NRC by March 31,
2015, because a newer-version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in 2014,

% Dacember 2014 value is 214.7. (See note #19) Information was preliminary as of D1/15/15.
2! Dacember 2014 valué is 221.0 (Ses note #18) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.

Page | 8
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The Turkey Point Unit:3 trust includes non-earmarked funds for spent fuel management
and site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service
Commission (FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the
FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize the funds for these non-
radiological purposes. For informational purposes only, the data summarized below
allocates the NRC license termination portion of the trust fund balance based upon
percentages in FPL's most recent FPSC decommissioning cost study. Turkey Point Unit
3 is utilizing the formula method to demonstrate financial assurance pursuant to 10CFR

50.75(b).

Florida Power and Light Company

Decommissioning Trust Fund - License Termination Funds

As of December 31, 2014
TLG Cost Study (thousands of $2010}

License Termination
Spent Fuel Management
Site Restoration

Total

Category %
License Termination

Spent Fuel Management
Site Restoration
Total

Projected Trust Fund Balance at Shutdown

Profection at Shutdown - License Termination Portion
(Allocation based on TLG Study)

Page | 9

Turkey Point

Unit 3

448,543
169,113

35,047
653,703

68.77%
25.87%
5.36%
100%

e

1,119,490,018

769,858,638
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Florida Power and Light Company (FPL),
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. _The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c).

Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)
FPL (100%) 483,739,945

(a) Refer to Turkey Point Unit 4 Attachment 1 for
calculation assumptions

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of

the report. (Trust fund balance is net of taxes)

Total™
FPL {(100%) 892,671,817
3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).
Total
FPL (100%) {see note (b)) 1,282,238,869

{b) Pursuant to Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC) Order No. PSC-11-0381-
PAA-El, customer contributions to the decommissioning trust remain at zero effective

September 12, 2011.

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to

10 CFR 50.75(e)(1){v).

None

5. Any modifications to a licensee’s method of providing financial

assurance occurring since the last submitted report.

6. Any material changes to trust agreements.

None

None

ZNRCG letter dated November 26, 2008;-St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 - Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report (TAG Nos.
MD2354 and MD9355); directed FPL to repont all funds within the trust as designated for radiological decommissioning purposes
since FPL'does not eammark each cost comgonent of decommissianing:within the trust. However, the trust includes non-earmarked
funds for spent fuel management and-site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service Commission
(FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize
the funds for these non-radiclogical purpeses. For informational pumposes only, Turkey Point Unit 4 Attachment 2 allocates the trust
account amounts by license termination, spant fuel management and site restoration costs based on assumptions from the

dacomimissioning cost study filed in Dzcember 2010 with the FPSC.

Page | 10
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ATTACHMENT 1
TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 4
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $98.27 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$98.27 million is value for reference PWR _in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year24
E = Energy escalation factor to current year s
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year®®

# item Description Value
1 | Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 ** 122.7
2 | Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 ° 1.98
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.43
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 % 2147
8 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 *° 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2,70
11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F(#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 *° 13,885
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 492
14 1986 minimum-millions of doliars for PWR 98.27
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 483.7

2 NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

2 NUREG 1307 spécified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series ClU20100000002201
{South Region). -

% NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price tndex-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

% NUREG 1307 provides a value for B in Tabtle 2.1, In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 for a
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a nen-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at.a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs alf holders of an operating license for a nutlear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial vaiue when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31,
2015, because a newer version of NUREG-1307 will not beissued.in 2014,

7 December 2014 value is 214.7 (See note #26) Informiation was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
28 December 2014 value 8 221.0 (See note #26) Informiation was preliminary as of 01/15/15.

Page | 11
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The Turkey Point Unit 4 trust includes non-earmarked funds for spent fuel management
and site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the Florida Public Service
Commission (FPSC). FPL understands that under NRC guidance, either an order of the
FPSC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize the funds for these non-
radiological purposes. For informational purposes only, the data summarized below
allocates the NRC license termination portion of the trust fund balance based upon
percentages in FPL’s most recent FPSC decommissioning cost study. Turkey Point Unit
4 is utilizing the formula method to demonstrate financial assurance pursuant to 10CFR

50.75(b).

Florida Power and Light Company

Decommissioning Trust Fund - License Termination Funds

As of December 31, 2014
TLG Cost Study (thousands of $2010)

lLicense Termination
Spent Fuel Management
Site Restoration

Total

Catedqory %

License Termination
Spent Fuel Management
Site Restoration

Tatal

Projected Trust Fund Balance at Shutdown

Projection at Shutdown - License Termination Portion
(Aliacation based on TLG Study)

Page | 12

Turkey Point
Unit 4

483,444
204,893

44,176
732,513

66.00%
27.87%
6.03%
100%

TSR R SR

1,282,238,869

846,252,132
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Seabrook Station
NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC,

Hudson Light and Power Department,
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company,
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant
Decommissioning Funding Status Report™

1. The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and {c).

Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)
NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC. (88.22889%) 469,992,209
Hudson Light and Power Department ((07737%) 412,147
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company (11.5934%) 61,757,836
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant {.10034%) 534,508
Total | 532,696,500

(a) Refer to Seabrook Attachment 1 for calculation
assumptions

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of
the report. (Trust fund balances are net of taxes)

Total™
NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC. (88.22889%) 549,423,804
Hudson Light and Power Department (.07737%) 489,705
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company (11.5934%) 52,290,364
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant (.10034%) 642,037

Total | 602,845,910

3.  Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).

Total
NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC. (88.22889%) 797,794,034
Hudson Light and- Power Department (.07737%) 711,078
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company (11.5934%) 75,928,527
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant (.10034%) 932,274

Total | 875,365,914

2 The New Hampshire Nuglear Decommissioning Financing Committee (NDFC) was established urider New Hampshire law to
provide assurance-of adequate funding for decommissioning of nuclear generating facilities. This was intended “to ensure proper and
safe decommmissioning and subsequent surveiltance of nuciear reactor sites to the extent necessary to prevent such sites from
constituting.a hazard to-future generations.” RSA 162-F:1.. The NDFC is responsible for determining the appropriate amount of
money that needs to be set aside and maintained in a trust fund, for the purpose of decommissioning any nuclear facilities located in
the state. of New Hampshire.

B NRC letter dated November 26, 2008, St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1-and 2 ~ Biennial Decommissioning Funding Report (TAC Nos:
MD9354 and MD9355), directed FPL to report-all funds within the trust.as designated for radiological decommissioning purposes
since FPL:does not earmark each cost component of decommissioning within the trust. The Seabrook trusts contain non-earmarked
funds for spent fuel management and site restoration purposes collected at the direction of the NDFC. NextEra understands that
under NRC guidance, either an order of the NDFC or an NRC exemption would-be nacessary to utilize tha funds for these non-
radiological purpeses. For informational.purposes only, Seabroak Attachment 2 allocates the trust account amounts by license
tenmination, spent fuel manzgement and site restaration costs.based on assumptions from the decommissicning cost study filed in
2011 with the NDFC .

Page | 13



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1
Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 60
Attachment No. 1
Page 17 of 29
Seabrook Station

NextEra Energy Seabrook, LL.C,

Hudson Light and Power Department,
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company,
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e){1){v). None

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report. None

6. Any material changes to trust agreements.
None

Page | 14
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ATTACHMENT 1
SEABROOK STATION
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $105 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$105 million is value for reference PWR in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year32
E = Energy escalation factor to current year33
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year™

# Item Description Value

1| Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 123.2
2 | Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 ' 2.16
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100

4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 266
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 ~ 214.7
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 *° 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82

9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 ‘ 2.70
11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F (#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 ** 13.885
13 | 0.85L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 5.07
14 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for PWR 105
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 532.7

3 NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

32 NUREG 1307 specified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, and Series CIU2010000000210}
(Northeast Region).

B.NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

34 NUREG 1307 provides a valua for B in Table 2.1, In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 for a
combination of non-compact-and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed usinga non-
compact dispasal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed ata compact-affiliated disposal facilties. NRC Reguleiory issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating license fer a-nuclear power reactor that they ¢an-use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 forbunal value when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31,
2015, because a newer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in. 2014.

% Dacember 2014 value is 217.7 (See note #34) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
3¢ December 2014 value is 221.0 {See note #34) Information was preiiminary as of 01/15/15.

Page | 156
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ATTACHMENT 2
SEABROOK STATION

The Seabrook trusts contain non-earmarked funds for spent fuel management and site
restoration purposes collected at the direction of the New Hampshire Decommissioning
Financing Committee (NDFC). NextEra understands that under NRC guidance, either an
order of the NDFC or an NRC exemption would be necessary to utilize the funds for
these non-radiological purposes. For informational purposes only, the data summarized
below allocates the trust account amounts by license termination, spent fuel
management and site restoration costs based on assumptions from the
decommissioning cost study filed in 2011 with the NDFC. Seabrook is utilizing the
formula method to demonstrate financial assurance pursuant to 10CFR 50.75(b).

NextEra Energy Seabrook, LLC

Decommissioning Trust Fund - License Termination
Funds -
As of December 31, 2014

TLG Cost Study Scenarlo 1 {thousands of $2010) Seabrook ] NextEra I Hudson | MMWEC | Taunton I
License Termination 542,880

Spent Fuel Management 220,244

Site Restoration 39,084

Total 802,208

Component %

License Termination 67.67%

Spent Fuel Management 27.45%

Site Restoration 4.87%

Total 100%

Projected Trust Fund Balance at Shutdown 875,365,914 797,794,034 711,079 75,928,527 932,274
Projection at Shutdown - License Termination Portion

{Allocation based on TLG Study) 592,388,318 539,892,927 481,210 51,383,281 630,900

Page | 16
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Duane Amold Energy Center ' g¢ 20072

NextEra Energy Duane Arnold, LLC (NextEra),
Central lowa Power Cooperative (CIPCO),
Corn Belt Power Cooperative (Corn Belt)
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c}.
Plant Owner (% Ownership) NRC
Minimum (a)
NextEra (70%) 427,180,627
CIPCO (20%) 122,051,608
Corn Belt (10%) 61,025,804
Total | 610,258,039

(a) Refer to Duane Arnold Attachment 1 for calculation
assumptions.

The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of

the report. (Trust fund balances are net of taxes)

Plant Owner (% Ownership) Total
NextEra (70%) 332,227,974
CIPCO (20%) 58,129,743
Corn Belt (10%) 27,167,135
Total | 417,524,852
Projected Funds at Shutdown
Plant Owner (% Ownership) Total
NextEra (70%) (a) 521,585,360
CIPCO (20%) (a) 142,688,055
Comn Belt (10%) (a) 66,685,752
Total | 730,959,166

(a) Projection includes a pro-rata credit during the dismantlement period pursuant to

10CFR 50.75(e){(1)(ii).

Assumptions used regarding escalation in decommissioning costs, rate of
earnings on decommissioning funds and rates of other factors used in funding

projections.

Plant Owner (% Ownership) Real Rate of
Return
NextEra (see note {(c}) (70%) 2%
CIPCO (see note (d)) (20%) 4%
Corn Belt (see note (e)) (10%) 4%

Basis for Allowance:

{c) 10 CFR 50.75 allows licensees to assume up to a 2% real rate of return
unless the licensee's rate-setting authority has specifically authorized a higher

rate.

Page | 17
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Duane Arnold Energy Center
NextEra Energy Duane Arnold, LLC (NextEra),
Central lowa Power Cooperative (CIPCO),
Corn Belt Power Cooperative (Corn Belt)
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

(d) Central lowa Power Cooperative (CIPCO) is a public corporation incorporated
under Chapter 499 lowa Code (2009). CIPCO has the authority and is required to
fix, establish, and collect adequate rates and other charges for electrical energy or
services sold orfurnished by it. CIPCO is accordingly authorized to establish its
own rates and other charges through which it can recover its cost of service.
CIPCO is governed by a 13 member Board of Directors that are elected by the
CIPCO members. The Board of Directors is the rate making authority for CIPCO.
CIPCO rates are not regulated by any state or federal authority. In a Board
Resolution dated October 27, 2009, the CIPCO Board of Directors resoived that the
rates and other charges for electrical energy services and the decommissioning
fund be established assuming a real rate of return on the decommissioning fund
of four percent.

(e) Corn Belt Power Cooperative is a public corporation incorporated under Chapter
499 lowa Code (2009). Corn Belt has the authority and is required to fix, establish,
and collect adequate rates and other charges for electrical energy or services sold
or furnished by it. Corn Belt is governed by an 11 member Board of Directors who
are elected by its members. The Corn Belt Board of Directors is accordingly
authorized to establish its own rates and other charges through which it can
recover its cost of service and is the rate making authority for the Cooperative.

The Cooperative’s rates are not regulated by any state or federal authority. Ina
Board Resolution dated May 2, 2014, the Corn Belt Board of Directors resolved that
the rates and other charges for electrical energy services and the
decommissioning fund be established assuming a real rate of return on the
decommissioning fund of four percent. The Board Resolution is included as Duane
Arnold Attachment 2. :

8. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e)(1)(v). None

6. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report. None

7. Any material changes to trust agreements.
None

Page |18
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ATTACHMENT 1
DUANE ARNOLD ENERGY CENTER
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $121.2 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$121.2 million is value for reference BWR _in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year38
E = Energy escalation factor to current yealr39
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year®

# | 1tem Description Value
1 Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 38 120.3
2 | Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 * 2.08
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.50
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 *’ 214.7
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 ** 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
11 E = 0.54P(#9) + 0.46F(#10) per NUREG-1307 2.25
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 ® 14.16
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 5.03
14 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for BWR 121.2
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 . 610.3

%7 NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

% NUREG 1307 specified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series C1U20100000002301
(Midwest Region).

% NUREG 1307 specifies that sourcs is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fue! oils) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

ONUREG 1307 provides a value for B in Table 2.1. In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 for a
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating ficense for a nuclear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial value when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31, 2015,
because a newer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in 2014,

4! December 2014 value is 214.7. (See note #40) Information was preliminary as of 01/1515.
42 December 2014 value 221.0 (See note #40) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.

Page | 19
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ATTACHMENT 2

CORN BELT FOWER COOPERATIVE
Humbaoldt, lowa

CERTIFICATE

1, $eott Stechir, do hereby certify that | am the duly appointed, elected, qualified and actiong:
Secretary of Corn Belt Power Cooperative and that the following is a tree and conrect sximet of
minates duly adaﬁted by the Board of Directars- of Com Belt Power Cooperative at its meeting
held NHay &, 204 . )

WHEREAS, it is recomimended that tie Real Rafe of
Reiurn on the Docommissioning Trest be revised to
sharige the Renl Rate of Retom fiom 3% to 4%;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Bourd of
Directors of Com Belt Power Cooperative that the Rest
Rate ot Retam on the Ducommissioning Trust be revised
#row 3% 60 4%; and,

BE [T FURTHER RESOLVED, that appropriate oflicers
be authofized and ditected to-take such action us iy be
sppropsate 1o carry sut tie approval of this autieh.

and that the action iuken arkklor reselitions adopted as above set oat hinve pever been rescincled,
altered, amended, thodifed, of repealied snd ane of (he date hereof in full foree and eflcst.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand snd attached the seal of the Cooperative
this 23rd  dayof _ May JAD, 2084

Sceorctary

{Seal)

Page | 20
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Point Beach Nuclear Plant - Unit 1

NextEra Energy Point Beach, LLC (NextEra),
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75 b) and (c).
NRC

Minimum (a)

NextEra {(100%) 451,483,884

|
|
(a) Refer to Point Beach Unit 1 Attachment 1 for \
calculation assumptions. |

|

2.  The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of
the report. (Trust fund balance is net of taxes)

Total
NextEra (100%) 379,545,734
3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).
Total
NextEra (100%) (see note (b)) 557,255,160

(b) Projection includes a pro-rata credit during the dismantlement period pursuant to
10CFR 50.75(e)(1)(ii).

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e)(1)(v). None

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report. None

6. Any material changes to trust agreements. None
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ATTACHMENT 1
POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 1

NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $90.84 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B) -

Where:
$90.84 million is value for reference PWR in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current yeelr44
E = Energy escalation factor to current year*
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year*

# Item Description Value
1 Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 “ 120.3
2 | Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 * 2.08
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.50
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 * 214.7
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 *° , 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
11 E = 0.58P(#9) + 0.42F (#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 “° 13.885
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 4.97
14 | 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for PWR ' , 80.84
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 451.5

* NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2
*“NUREG 1307 specified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost [ndex, Series C{U2010000000230!

(Midwest Region).

*S NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

4% NUREG 1307 provides a value for B in Table 2.1. In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the valua is 13:885 for a
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating license for a nuclear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31, 2015, because a
newer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in-2014.

“7 December 2014 value is 214.7 (See note #46) - Inforniation was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
“¥ Dacember 2014 value is 221.0 (See note #46) [nformation was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
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Point Beach Nuclear Plant — Unit 2
NextEra Energy Point Beach, LLC (NextEra),
Decommissioning Funding Status Report

1. _The minimum decommissioning fund estimate pursuant to 10 CFR 50.75(b) and (c).
NRC
Minimum (a)
NextEra (100%) 451,483,884
{a) Refer to Point Beach Unit 2 Attachment 1 for

calculation assumptions.

2. The amount accumulated at the end of the calendar year preceding the date of
the report. (Trust fund balance is net of taxes)

Total
NextEra (100%) 357,619,786
3. Projected Funds at Shutdown (2% real rate of return).
Total
NextEra (100%) (see note (b)) 550,739,446

(b) Projection includes a pro-rata credit during the dismantlement period pursuant to
10CFR 50.75(e)(1)(ii).

4. Any contracts upon which the licensee is relying pursuant to
10 CFR 50.75(e)(1){(v). None

5. Any modifications to a licensee's method of providing financial
assurance occurring since the last submitted report. None

6. Any material changes to trust agreements. None
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ATTACHMENT 1
POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT - UNIT 2
NRC Minimum Decommissioning Cost Determination

NRC Minimum = $90.84 million X (0.65L + 0.13E + 0.22B)
Where:
$90.84 million is value for reference PWR __in 1986 dollars
L = Labor escalation factor to current year5°
E = Energy escalation factor to current year51
B = LLRW escalation factor to current year*

# Item Description Value
1 | Labor escalation factor for Quarter 4, 2014 * 120.3
2 Base adjustment factor from NUREG-1307 49 2.08
3 Escalation factor from NUREG-1307 100
4 L = #1 times #2 divided by #3 2.50
5 | Electric power escalation factor, 2014 > 2147
6 Electric power escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 114.2
7 | Fuel escalation factor for 2014 ** 221.0
8 Fuel escalation factor for Jan., 1986 from NUREG-1307 82
9 P = #5 divided by #6 1.88
10 | F = #7 divided by #8 2.70
11 E = 0.58P@#9) + 0.42F (#10) per NUREG-1307 2.22
12 | Value of B from Table 2.1 of NUREG-1307 13.885
13 | 0.65L(#4) + 0.13E(#11) + 0.22B(#12) 4.97
14 1986 minimum-millions of dollars for PWR 90.84
15 | 2014 minimum-millions of dollars: #13 times #14 ’ 451.5

“ NUREG 1307, Rev 15, Table 3.2

%0 NUREG 1307 specified that source is Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Employment Cost Index, Series CiU2010000000230!
(Midwest Region).

51 NUREG 1307 specifies that source is a weighted calculation using Bureau of Labor Statistics Data, Producer Price Index-
Commodities, Series wpu0573 (light fuel oils) and wpu0543 (industrial electric power).

52 NUREG 1307 provides a value for B in Table 2.1. In the January 2013 revision (Rev. 15) of the NUREG, the value is 13.885 for a
combination of non-compact and compact-affiliated facilities assuming 93% of the total LLW volume is disposed using a non-
compact disposal facility and the remaining 7% is disposed at a compact-affiliated disposal facilities. NRC Regulatory Issue
Summary (RIS) 2014-12 informs all holders of an operating license for a nuclear power reactor that they can use Revision 15 of
NUREG-1307 for burial vafue when preparing their decommissioning fund status (DFS) reports due to the NRC by March 31,
2015, because a newer version of NUREG-1307 will not be issued in 2014,

5% December 2014 value is 214.7 (See note #52) Information was pretiminary as of 01/15/15.
5 December 2014 value is 221.0 (Se= note #52) Information was preliminary as of 01/15/15.
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Enclosure 2

Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (I1SFSI)
Decommissioning Financial Assurance Update
10 CFR 72.30(c)
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Enclosure 2
NextEra ISFSI Decommissioning Financial Assurance Update
10 CFR 72.30(c)

The following table adjusts the ISFSI Decommissioning Funding Plans reported via Request for
Additional Information (RAl) Response dated August 12, 2014. This table escalates the cost
estimates from 2012 dollars to 2014 dollars and reflects_December 31, 2014 trust balances.

Projected
10 CFR 50.75 NRC Minimum | Decommissioning ISFSI
Trust Balance | Decommissioning Amount per | Trust Fund Value | Decommissioning
as of 12/31/14 | Trust Fund Value | 10 CFR 50.75(b) Surplus Cost Estimate
Site ($Thousands) ($Thousands) {$Thousands) {$Thousands) {$Thousands)

St. Lucie Unit 1 954,976 1,452,617 500,028 952,589 2304
St Lucie Unit 2- FPL 805,594 1,410,418 425,546 984,872 1,961
St Lucie Unit 2- FMPA 65,927 115,423 44,032 71,381 203
St Lucie Unit2- OUC 39,869 69,802 30,449 39,353 140
Turkey Point Unit 3 790,655 1,119,490 483,740 635,750 2,090
Turkey Point Unit 4 892,672 1,282,239 483,740 798,499 2,080
Seabrook - NextEra 549,424 797,794 469,892 327,802 2,963
Seabrook - MMWEC 52,290 75,929 61,758 14,171 389
Seabrook - Tauion 642 932 535 398 3
Seabrook - Hudson 490 71 412 298 3
Duane Arnold - NextEra 332,228 521,585 427,181 94 405 2,172
Duane Arnold - Corn Belt 27,167 66,686 61,026 5,660 310
Duane Arnold - CIPCO 58130 142 688 122,052 20,636 621
Point Beach Unit 1 379,546 567,255 451,484 105,771 1,588
Point Beach Unit 2 357,620 550,739 451,484 99,256 1,588
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QUESTION:

Should a minimum fund earnings rate be imposed by the Commission? If affirmative, please
explain how and why a minimum fund earnings rate should be determined.

RESPONSE:

Economic and financial market conditions can vary widely over time and are difficult if not
impossible to predict. Therefore, a fixed minimum fund earnings rate should not be imposed for
the nuclear decommissioning funds. It is reasonable that the Company be accountable for taking
the appropriate steps intended to preserve the principal value as well as the purchasing power of
contributions collected from customers for decommissioning. In addition, in Docket No. 870098-
El, Order No. 21928 and as reaffirmed in Order No. PSC-95-1531-FOF-EI, and also Order No.
PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI, the Commission stated that:

“Rather than attempting to set a prospective minimum fund earnings rate which
may or may not be reasonable under future economic conditions, we will require
that the companies set aside funds sufficient to meet the Commission’s best
estimate of the decommissioning liability and require the companies to maintain
the purchasing power as well as the principal amount of those contributions. The
companies’ investment performance will be evaluated along with all other
decommissioning activities every five years. If it is found that the companies’
investment earnings, net of taxes and all other administrative costs charged to the
fund, did not meet or exceed the CPI average for the period, then we will consider
ordering the utility to cover this shortfall with additional monies to keep the trust
whole with respect to inflation. We, therefore, find a minimum fund earnings rate
equivalent to the level of inflation over each five year review period would be
appropriate.”

The Company believes this is a reasonable approach and it should remain in effect.
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QUESTION:

For the purposes of the following request, please refer to Section 2, Assumptions, page 1 of 10
for the TP Plant, and page 1 of 11 for the SL Plant. Given that funding status is highly
dependent on assumed escalation rates, please explain why FPL believes its range of 3.11
percent, to 3.23 percent (for all TP and SL Nuclear Units), in assumed average escalation rates
are appropriate for use in this proceeding.

RESPONSE:

FPL cannot predict with certainty the timing and degree of change in future forecasts of
escalation indices. As such, FPL believes that reliance on Commission approved practices and
consistent use of published indices is both reasonable and appropriate but at the same time
supports the need for continued periodic review and update of all relevant factors as is currently
specified by Commission Rule. Each study is a snapshot of the funded status of the obligation at
a point in time. Future studies will consider and incorporate reasonable changes including those
associated with updates to escalation rates.

As shown in Support Schedule G, each total average is derived by averaging all yearly inflation
of cash flows on a unit by unit basis. The majority of inflation factors used in this study come
from the third party source Global Insight. The sources of these factors, cost indices chosen and
calculation methodology are consistent with prior FPL decommissioning studies filed and
approved by the Commission (Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 63 for
further details on the indices).
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QUESTION:
For the purposes of the following request, please refer to Support Schedule G in both the TP and

SL studies. Regarding the determination of escalation rates, please discuss in detail the reasons
why each of the individual inflation indices for labor, materials, shipping, burial, and other were
selected.

RESPONSE:

Each of the individual inflation indices selected (labor, materials, shipping, and other) are
consistent with the indices that were recommended by Commission Staff, determined appropriate
and approved by the Commissioning in Order No. PSC-95-1531-FOF-EL, and subsequently
reaffirmed by the Commission in Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI. FPL is not aware of any
changes that would invalidate the use of these Commission approved indices and therefore the
continued use of these indices was considered appropriate.

Consistent with past practices, the annual escalation rate used for Burial was developed based on
the Company specific data and historical experience. As more fully discussed in Section 2 and in
the detail presented in Support Schedule G of the studies, the Burial escalation rate of 3.2%
applied to burial cost is a weighted rate based on Class A waste (approx. 80% of total) escalated
at the estimated long-term CPI rate of 2.4% and Class B and C waste (approx. 20% of total)
escalated at 6.3% which approximates the historical rate of change in the published Barnwell
rates.
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QUESTION:

Please identify the discount rate used throughout the decommissioning studies to arrive at 2015
dollar values.

RESPONSE:
If Staff is referring to the 3.7% rate used in FPL’s calculation of Net Present Values found in
Support Schedules G, then the rate is the Assumed Fund Earnings rate found in Section 2 —
Assumptions.
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QUESTION:

Please explain FPL’s investment strategy-for its nuclear decommissioning trust. Please discuss
in detail the objectives and guidelines governing the trust funds such as dollar/portfolio size
limitations on issuers, and any other restrictions or constraints.

RESPONSE:
FPL follows a disciplined and prudent investment strategy for the nuclear decommissioning trust
(“NDT”). There are several aspects to this strategy:

1. Asset Allocation: FPL has established a conservative mix of assets to achieve
long-term growth of principal coupled with an attempt to minimize downside
volatility. Asset mix policy as of 12/31/15 was:

Asset Class Target Allocation
Equity/Growth Assets 40%
Income Oriented Assets 60%

The FPL NDT asset allocation policy combines Equity/Growth Assets for long-
term growth of principal coupled with Income Oriented Assets consisting of
primarily investment-grade bonds. Alternative strategies are part of the
equity/growth or income oriented allocations depending on the underlying strategy.
Private equity strategies are included in the equity/growth allocation and private
debt and other credit related strategies are included in the income oriented
allocation. We use alternative strategies to enhance the overall risk-return profile of
the NDT, improve the NDT’s investment diversification and help protect against a
rising interest rate environment as well as to reduce volatility through select
exposure to investments not subject to the daily price fluctuations of the public
markets.

Rebalancing the portfolio to target asset mix is accomplished periodically.

2. Investment Manager Guidelines: For the FPL NDT, each individual separate
account manager has its own set of relevant guidelines depending on the strategy
employed. For commingled funds, FPL carefully reviews the investment policy and
guidelines of the commingled fund for prudence and fit with FPL’s overall
objectives.

a. Equity Manager Separate Accounts: First a specific mandate is
determined (such as large-cap stocks, all-cap stocks, etc.) and FPL works
with the manager to agree on a set of reasonable and prudent guidelines.
Key guidelines are:




ii.
iii.
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Holdings readily marketable and diversified by issue,
industry and sector.
NextEra Energy, Inc. securities are prohibited.
Nuclear plant owners’ securities are prohibited.

b. Fixed Income Manager Separate Accounts: The guidelines are
somewhat dependent on the particular manager and strategy. Key
restrictions are:

i
ii.
iii.

Maximum per issuer
Maximum in sectors
Minimum average quality

iv. Maximum in non-investment grade

v. Duration range

vi. NextEra Energy, Inc. securities are prohibited.
vii. Nuclear plant owners’ securities are prohibited.

On a quarterly basis, each specific guideline and restriction is monitored
for each separate account manager. A report is prepared by FPL’s
independent investment consultant for review by FPL staft.

Asset Class % Target | FPL NDT Type of Accounts| Type of Guidelines
Allocation | Managers
S&P 500 Fund Commingled Those of the fund
Market Commingled Those of the fund
Completion
Equity/Growth| 40% Fund
All-Cap Index Separate Individually
Account determined
Private Equity Commingled Those of the fund
Diversified Separate Individually
Fixed Income Account determined
Income 0% Conyertible Commingled Those of the fund
Oriented ° Arbitrage Fund
Direct Lending Commingled Those of the fund
Opportunistic Commingled and | Those of the fund /
Credit Separate Account | Individually determined
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3. Other potential risk areas that are monitored and carefully considered are:

a.

Liquidity: approximately 90% of the FPL NDT is
liquid within a few days. Longer-term alternative
strategies have lower liquidity but higher expected
return. The alternative strategies will be kept to a
small portion of the NDT.

Leverage: Some of the alternative strategies
utilize leverage, ranging from 25% to 100%. Typical
leverage is approximately 50%.

Currency: Some of the managers may own a
small amount of foreign securities.

Valuation: Publicly traded equities are easy to
value. Most bonds are as well, despite not having a
public exchange. A few securitiecs and some
holdings of the alternative strategies may be
more difficult to value. Valuation policies of these
funds are monitored.

¢. Business: overall exposure to a particular investment

management  firm. This is managed by
diversification among managers. The restriction on
NextEra Energy, Inc. and other nuclear
owners is also a business and industry risk
diversifier.

Overall, the FPL NDT has a carefully thought out investment strategy designed to have a high
probability of meeting full funding of decommissioning expenses at the time of license
expiration. The prudent investor standard has been applied in allocating the assets.
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Please provide a detailed breakdown of the trust fund portfolio by type of securities held,
maturity composition (average maturity), credit rating of fixed income investments, and other

relevant categories.

RESPONSE:
A detailed breakdown of major asset categories for the FPL NDT is provided below.

Equity/Growth —

Public Equity $1,351.5

$23,462 18.5 2.1 1.6%

Equity/Growth -
Private Equity

77%-$250 M-$1B 68% - Buyout
23% - Less Than $250 M 32% - Growth

Income Oriented —
Diversified Fixed Income

Income Oriented —
Convertible Arbitrage Strategy

BB 3.1% 2.8% 1.67:1
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Income Oriented ~
Opportunistic Credit Strategies

Income Oriented —
Lending Strategies

"Most recently available data
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QUESTION:

Please discuss the relationship FPL has with the trustee of its nuclear decommissioning trust
funds from the inception of the trust through the present. Please include in this discussion an
explanation of how the trustee was selected, whether or not the trustee is affiliated with the
utility, and how the trustee or its role has changed over time.

RESPONSE:

State Street Bank & Trust Company (“SSBT”) served as the trustee for the nuclear
decommissioning trust (“NDT”) from 1988 through mid-2005. In 2004, FPL solicited
competitive service proposals from several trustee banks, including SSBT. A rigorous analysis
of the proposals and on-site meetings were conducted in the fall of 2004 with three of the leading
NDT trustee candidates — The Bank of New York, Mellon Bank and SSBT. As a result of the
review, SSBT was replaced effective July 1, 2005 with Mellon Bank. In 2008, Mellon Bank and
The Bank of New York merged and the combined entity, BNY Mellon, continues to serve as
trustee. BNY Mellon’s role, as trustee, has remained consistent over the years with its core
responsibilities being securities processing, safekeeping and reconciliation, income collection,
corporate actions, global class actions, proxy processing, security valuation, fund servicing, and
client accounting and reporting. BNY Mellon is an independent corporation and is not affiliated
with FPL.
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QUESTION:

Please discuss the relationship FPL has with the fund manager of its nuclear decommissioning
trust funds from the inception of the trust through the present. Please include in this discussion
an explanation of how the fund manager was selected, whether or not the fund manager is
affiliated with the utility, and how the fund manager or its role has changed over time.

RESPONSE:

Prior to December of 1993, the nuclear decommissioning trust (“NDT”) funds were managed,
since inception, internally by FPL as an extension of the portfolio management activities that had
been conducted in-house for many years. In December 1993, external investment managers
were retained. Capital Markets Advisors, Inc. (‘CMA”) was retained for the fixed income
management of the NDT funds. In December 1994, equities were introduced and Mellon Capital
Management Corporation was hired to manage the equity component of the NDT funds. In
December 1998, an additional fund manager, NISA Investment Advisors, LLC (“NISA”), was
retained to manage a portion of the fixed income assets. In 2009, an initiative began to broaden
and diversify the decommissioning trust funds and the list of firms retained to manage the assets
of the NDT has changed and grown over the period. ~As of 12/31/15, CMA and NISA no longer
served as fund managers and the FPL NDT assets were managed by the following firms:

Apollo Capital Management, LLC

Avenue Europe International Management, LP
BNY Mellon Investment Management
Brightwood Capital Advisors, LLC

Cohesive Capital Management, LP

Comvest Advisors, LLC

Delaware Investments Advisers

Eaton Vance Management

Fidelity Institutional Asset Management, LLC
Highbridge Capital Management, LLC

KKR Asset Management, LLC

Lazard Asset Management

Mellon Capital Management Corporation

QOak Hill Advisors, LLC

Palisade Capital Management LLC

Related Fund Management, LLC

State Street Global Advisors

Westport Capital Partners LLC

York Capital Management Global Advisors, LLC

All of the fund managers are large, well-known firms in their respective fields and are selected
pursuant to a thorough due diligence process. While the number of fund managers has changed
over time, each manager’s fundamental role has not changed — they are individually charged
with prudently managing the assets entrusted to them. None of the firms are affiliated with FPL.
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QUESTION:

Please provide a schedule detailing the trustee fee (all costs as a percentage of average asset
balance as of 12/31/2015) for FPL’s pension fund, employee savings fund, storm damage
reserve, and nuclear decommissioning trust fund. Please include an explanation of the
differences, if any, in the trustee fees for each of these funds.

RESPONSE:
Schedule of Trustee Fees Paid by fund assets in 2015
as a percentage of average asset balance as of 12/31/15
Pension Fund .006%
Employee savings fund (a)
Storm damage reserve .002%
Nuclear decommissioning trust fund .002%

(a) The “employee savings fund” is an individual account, defined contribution plan
which is qualified under Section 401(a) of the Internal Revenue Code titled “Next Era
Energy, Inc. Employee Retirement Savings Plan.” Fees under the Retirement Savings
Plan are paid in a different manner than the other three funds in that expenses are
primarily paid through charges to the individual participant accounts through the
expense ratios associated with the specific investment options offered under the plan
as well as additional charges to participant accounts. The expenses ratios are asset-
based and reflect an investment option's total annual operating expenses and include
investment management and other fees. Other administrative fees and expenses
associated with maintaining the Plan, such as for recordkeeping, legal, accounting and
trustee services are deducted from individual accounts in the Plan.

The fees for the storm damage reserve (“the storm fund”) and nuclear
decommissioning trust fund are lower than for the pension fund because the pension
fund is more complex in its investment structure than the storm fund and the nuclear
decommissioning trust fund. For example, the pension fund employs more managers
than either the nuclear decommissioning trust fund or the storm fund. As a
consequence, a different level of accounting, reporting and securities-related services
are provided for the pension fund which causes the fees to be higher than for the
storm fund and the nuclear decommissioning trust fund.
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QUESTION:

Please provide a schedule detailing the investment manager fee (all costs as a percentage of
average asset balance as of 12/31/2015) for FPL’s pension fund, employee savings fund, storm
damage reserve, and nuclear decommissioning trust fund. Please include an explanation of the
differences, if any, in the investment manager fees for each of these funds.

RESPONSE:
Schedule of Total Investment Management Fees Paid by fund assets in 2015
as a percentage of average asset balance as of 12/31/15

Pension Fund .596%
Employee savings fund (a)

Storm damage reserve 152%
Nuclear decommissioning trust fund 322%

(a) The “employee savings fund” is an individual account, defined contribution plan
which is qualified under Section 401(a) of the Internal Revenue Code titled “Next Era
Energy, Inc. Employee Retirement Savings Plan.” Fees under the Retirement Savings
Plan are paid in a different manner than the other three funds in that expenses are
primarily paid through charges to the individual participant accounts through the
expense ratios associated with the specific investment options offered under the plan
as well as additional charges to participant accounts. The expenses ratios are asset-
based and reflect an investment option's total annual operating expenses and include
investment management and other fees. Other administrative fees and expenses
associated with maintaining the Plan, such as for recordkeeping, legal, accounting and
trustee services are deducted from individual accounts in the Plan.

The fees for the storm damage reserve (“the storm fund”) and nuclear
decommissioning fund are lower than for the pension fund in part because these funds
have a higher emphasis on fixed income securities and indexed equities, both of
which have lower fund management fee structures than many of the equity strategies
used in the pension fund. The fee for the storm fund is the lowest as it is the simplest
structure, utilizing a single fixed income manager.
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QUESTION:

Please provide a schedule detailing the total administrative costs (all costs as a percentage of
average asset balance as of 12/31/2015) for FPL’s pension fund, employee savings fund, storm
damage reserve, and nuclear decommissioning trust fund. Please include an explanation of the
differences, if any, in the total administrative costs for each of these funds.

RESPONSE:
Schedule of Total Administrative Costs Paid by fund assets in 2015
as a percentage of average asset balance as of 12/31/15 (a)
Pension Fund .7134%
Employee savings fund 242% (b)
Storm damage reserve 155%
Nuclear decommissioning trust fund .336%

(a) Total administrative costs include trustee costs and investment management fees as
discussed in FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Data Request Nos. 69 and 70.

(b) The “employee savings fund” is an individual account, defined contribution plan
which is qualified under Section 401(a) of the Internal Revenue Code titled “Next Era
Energy, Inc. Employee Retirement Savings Plan.” Fees under the Retirement Savings
Plan are paid in a different manner than the other three funds in that expenses are
primarily paid through charges to the individual participant accounts through the
expense ratios associated with the specific investment options offered under the plan
as well as additional charges to participant accounts. The expenses ratios are asset-
based and reflect an investment option's total annual operating expenses and include
investment management and other fees. Other administrative fees and expenses
associated with maintaining the Plan, such as for recordkeeping, legal, accounting and
trustee services are deducted from individual accounts in the Plan. Because of the
variable nature of asset-based fees, the figures represent estimates of the expenses.

The total administrative fees for the storm damage reserve (“the storm fund”) and nuclear
decommissioning fund are lower than for the pension fund because the pension fund
requires certain services, such as benefit disbursement and global securities-related
services and has an investment structure which includes more costly asset types (such as
international equities). The storm fund and Retirement Savings Plan, as compared to the
pension and nuclear decommissioning fund have a reduced level of reporting and
performance analytic services.
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QUESTION:
What rate of growth on the investments of the decommissioning fund, qualified and
nonqualified, does FPL forecast for each of the next five years?

RESPONSE:

FPL does not have a forecast of expected investment returns on an annual basis for the next five
years; however, the Company does think it is reasonable to evaluate the total decommissioning
fund’s annual rate of return over the next five years by comparing it to the average rate of
inflation (CPI) over this same time period.
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QUESTION:

Please verify that the deferred taxes associated with the Nuclear Decommissioning Reserve Fund
were generated by the book tax timing differences associated with the annual amortization of the
capitalized decommissioning liability because decommissioning expenses paid from the
nonqualified fund cannot be deducted for tax purposes until actually incurred.

RESPONSE:

The deferred tax balances related to the Nuclear Decommissioning Reserve were generated by
book-tax timing differences associated with the decommissioning expenses recognized for
contributions and fund earnings to the non-qualified fund and reflect the fact that non-qualified
decommissioning contributions are not deductible for tax purposes until the costs are incurred.
As the decommissioning costs are incurred, funds will be withdrawn from the non-qualified
decommissioning fund equal to the after tax expenditures.
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QUESTION:

What are the legal investment constraints on the decommissioning fund? Does the company
have any additional investment constraints? Please explain.

RESPONSE:

FPL’s qualified NDT is subject to Section 468A of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as
amended (the “Code”), which provides that the trust is prohibited from engaging in self-dealing
as defined in Section 4951(d) of the Code.

NDT funds that are subject to FERC regulation are governed by the FERC requirement that the
funds be managed externally under the “prudent investor” standard, as explained in FPL’s
response to Staff's First Data Request No. 58. The applicable regulations provide that the
decommissioning trust may not be under the administrative control of the licensee and that the
day-to-day investment decisions should be made by the trustee or investment manager and not by
the licensee.

For additional information, see FPL's response to Staff's First Data Request No. 65.
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QUESTION: ~

Please provide a detailed explanation of all assumptions used to determine the projected Fund
Earnings Rate of 3.7 percent. Please include all source materials and information used to
formulate the assumptions.

RESPONSE:
Please see Attachment No. 1 to this response.
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ASSOCIATES

November 30, 2015

Judy Kahn

Nextlira Energy

700 Universe Blvd.
PO Box 14000

Tuno Beach, FL. 33408

Dear Judy:

Per your request, LCG estimates that the expected nominal return of the Florida Power & Light (FPL)
Nuclear Decommissioning Trust (NDT) will be 3.7% over the life of the NDT. This estimate was
based on the following asset class return assumptions and considers all expected cash flows,
investment manager expenses and taxes:

All Cap U.S. Equities: 9.1%
Alternative strategies
Private Equity: 12.9%
Private Credit: 7.5%
Bixed Income: 5.1%
Cash: 2.9%
Inflation: 2.4%

LCG's Senior Consultants develop all of the capital market assumptions that are used in our
stochastic Monte Carlo analysis. We begin by studying long-term nominal and real returns
beginning in 1926 for each of the major asset classes as well as inflation. Next, we look at shorter-
term results since 1990 as this data is more indicative of the current capital markets. Opportunistic
strategies, such as the alternative private equity and credit strategies that are currently in the
portfolio, do not have reliable data prior to 1990. We calculale and use the standard deviation and
carrelation of each asset class since 1990 (25 years) as we believe that modern markets are more
indicative of volatility and correlation than time periods going back to the 1920s. On an annual basis,
LCG polls Wall Street market strategists for projected 10-year average annual returns and inflation to
enable us to have some idea of expectation for the shorter-term. Once we have a solid base of priot
period market data, as a group, the Senjor Consultants formulate a basis to set risk premia over T-
Bills and/or inflation which in tumn establishes our nominal and real return assumptions for the asset
classes over the longer-term (20 — 40 years). It is these long-term returns that we consider to best
match the long time horizon of an NDT. These long-term return assumptions are reviewed annually,
but do not and should not change substantially due to theit long-termt nature.

1700 Seventh Avenue » Suite 2100 » Seattle, WA 98101 « 206-357-8504
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Additionally, we assume that over the life of the NDT, a gradual de-risking of the asset allocation will
oceur as the units approach and enter decommissioning activities, The asset atlocation will gradually
shift from an initial mix of 40.0% equities, 48.5% fixed income and 11.5% alternatives to cone that
reduces exposure to alternative strategies such that by the end of 2025, these investments have been
phased out. From there, two additional asset allocation phases are assumed:

2026 —2055: 100% fixed income

2056 - 2074: 50% fixed income / 50% cash

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

David Emerson, CFA, CATA
Senior Vice President / Principal
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QUESTION:
This request is associated with Data Request No. 45. If the AIF/NESP-036 study report,

“Guidelines for Producing Commercial Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Cost Estimates”
upon which contingency values were based has been updated or changed since 2010, please
provide a copy. If the report has not changed and is the same version as the one FPL utilized for
its 2010 decommissioning studies, please simply state so and no copy of the report is necessary.

RESPONSE:
The report has not been changed since 2010 and is the same version as the one TLG utilized for
its 2010 decommissioning studies.

Regarding contingency: the AIF/NESP-036 study report does not specifically address ISFSI
decommissioning. The NRC issued a rule on Decommissioning Planning on June 17, 2011,
which required that each licensee develop a funding plan for decommissioning the ISFSI. The
cost estimate was required to include “[A]ln adequate contingency factor.” The 2015
decommissioning estimates for the St. Lucie and Turkey Point ISFSIs include a contingency
(25%) that is consistent with the evaluation criteria referenced by the NRC in NUREG-1757
("Consolidated Decommissioning Guidance, Financial Assurance, Recordkeeping, and
Timeliness," U.S. NRC's Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, NUREG-1757, Vol.
3, Rev. 1, February 2012).
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QUESTION:

Please provide a copy of the Settlement Agreement executed in 2009 with the U.S. Government
that resolved FPL’s lawsuit for damages resulting from the DOE’s delay in commencement of
disposal of SNF

RESPONSE:
Please see Attachment No. 1.
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

L Recitals

For the purpose of disposing of Pleintiffs’ claims, without any further judicial
proceedings and without there being any trial or adjudication of any issue of law or fact,
and without constituting an admission of liability on the part of the United States, and for
no other purposg, the parties ;lipulate and agree as follows;

A. “Plaintiffs” for these purposes are Floride Power & Light Company, FPL
Energy Seabrook, LLC, Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Company, Taunton
Municipal Lighting Plant, Hudson Light and Power Department, FPL Energy Point
Beach, LLC, FPL Energy Duane Amold, LLC, and Interstate Power and Light Company
and their direct or indirect wholly-owned subsidiaries or affiliates. (Unless the context
requires otherwise, the slnéular shal include the plural, and vice versa.) This Agreement
shall inure to the benefit of, and be assignable to, successors or affiliates of Plaintiffs, or
other parties to whom the Standard Contracts (as identiﬁed below) are assigned,

B.  Plaintiffs arc the Purchasers under six Standard Contracts with the United
States Department of Energy (DOE) for the acceptance of spent nuclear fuel and high
level waste (“SNF/HLW") under the Nﬁclear Waste Policy Act, the material terms of
which are reproduced at 10 C.F.R. § 961.11, and which are numbered DE-CRO1-
83NE44383, DE-CRO1-83NE44471, DE-CR01-83NE44472, DE-CR01-86RWO001 11,
DE-CR01-83NE44425, and DB-CROI-83NE4439O (for thess purposes, the “Contracts™).

C. The Contracts cover the Turkey Point Unit 3 and Turkey Point Unit 4, St
Lucie Unit | and St. Lucie Unit 2, Seabrook Unit 1, Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units |

and 2, and Duane Amold Energy Center (for these purposes, the “Sites”),
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D.  The Contracts required DOE fo commence acceptance of SNF/HLW “not
later than January 31, 1998.” DOE did not so commence acceptance of SNF/HLW,
Plaintiffs have filed three lawsuits against the Government, alleging entitlement to
recovery of damages as a result of the alleged failure of DOE. Those lawsuits are
currently pending before the United States Court of Federal Claims, Nos, 98-483C, 04-
88C, and 04-67C (the “Lawsnits.”)

E. The parties have entered into negotiations designed to resolve amicably
Plaintiffs’ claims. Plaintiffs have offered to settle the Lawsuits in exchange for payments
as further defined below, with each party to bear its own costs, aﬁo.mcy fees, and
€Xpenses,

F. Plaintiffs’ offer has been accepted on behalf of the Attomey General,

G. Upon execution of this Agreement, Plaintiffs agree to join with the United
States in stipulating to dismiss the Lawsuits with prejudice, subject to the terms of this
Agreement, and in agrecing to the first Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination in
the amount of $124,259,929, payable to Florida Power & Light Company,

IL.  Definltions of Recoverable Costs,

A “Allowable Cosis” means those costs incurred by Plaintiffs for managing
and storing SNF/HLW which were foresceable in the event of DOE's Delay, and that
Plaintiffs would not have incurred but for, and which are directly related to, DOE’s Delay
in performance of its acceptance obligations under the Contracts.

I “Delay” for these purposos shall mean DOE’s failure to commence

acceptance of SNF/HLW on January 31, 1998, and continue accepiance of SNF/HLW in

the aggregate amounts set forth in Table 1 at page 4 of the 1995 Acceptance Priority
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Ranking & Annual Capacity Report, with a continued steady state acceptance of 500
MTUs/ycar until December 3 1, 2014, and 2100 MTU/year thereafler. (These obligations
are hereinaﬁef referred to as “DOE’s Acceptance Obligations.”)

2. Plaintiffs’ allocations for the acceptance of their SNF/HLW within the
aggregate industry-wide DOE Acceptance Obligations for these purposes shall be based
upon the pﬁnciple of “oldest fuel first,”

3 At the time when the aggregate MTUs of SNF/HLW actually accepted by
DOE from Plaintiffs after commencement of actual performance by DOE equals the
aggregate MTUs of Plaintiffs’ allocations from DOE’s Acceptance Obligations as
defined above, the obligations of the parties under this Agreement shall terminate and be
discharged. Afier that point, the Government shall have no further compensation
obligations under this Agreement, and Plaintiff shall have all rights under the Contracts
or otherwise,

8. “Reasonable Costs” mean:

(1)  those costs that, in their nature and amount, do not exceed those that
would be iﬁcurrcd by a prudent person or entity In the conduct of Plaintfffs’ competitive
business. What is “reasonable” depends upon a variety of considerations and
circumstances, including whether a cos.t: (a) is the type generally recognized as ordinary
and necessary for the conduct of the Plaintiffs’ business or the Contract performance,
taking into account normal and reasonable lead times for the design, procurement and
fabrication of SNF/HL W storage equipment and facilities and ancillary activities related

thereto; (b) is consistent with generally accepted sound business practices, arms length
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bargaining, and federal and state laws and regulations; (c) is incurred in ac;:ordance with
the Plaintiffs’ established business practices; and

(2)  those costs that are allocablé to managing and storing SNF/HLW: /..,
agsignable or chargeable to one or more cost objectives established by Plaintiffs on the
basis of relative SNF/HLW management or storage benefits received or other equitable
relationship to SNF/HLW management or storage activities, and (a) are incurred
specifically as a result of the delay in DOE’s performance; or (b) are attributable to both
the delay in DOE’s pcrfonnanée and other work, and can be distributed to them in
reasonable proportion to the benefits received. |

(3) A cost claimed by Plaintiffs shall not be deemed unreasonablé solely
because Plaintiffs incurred the cost on the assumption that DOE would not commence its
actual acceplance obligation in accordance with DOE’s official published schedule;
provided, that Plaintiffs’ assumption was in accord with reasonable and prudent buslness
Jjudgment prevailing in the industrx at the time the cost was incurred.
III.  Allowable and Reasonable Costs to Date,

For the period January 31, 1998 until December 31, 2007, the parties have agreed
that Plaintiffs are entitled to Allowable and Reasonable Costs in the amount of

$124,259,929. These costs have been incurred by Plaintiffs at the following plants:

Turkey Point Units 3 and 4/

St. Lucie Units 1 and 2 $81,799,495
Seabrook Unit ! $17,087,163
Duane Arnold Energy Center $25,373,271

Plaintiffs have incurred no costs during this period at Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units |

and 2.
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V. Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determinations.

A Submission of applications for Allowable and Reasonable Costs,
Plaintiffs shall endeavor to submit applications for Allowable and Reasonablc Costs
twelve months from date of submission of the prior application. The first application
after execution of this Agreement, however, shall be submitted on or before April 30,
2009. Thereafter, the second and subsequent applications shall be submitted not more

| than once annually, but not less than once every three years, on or about April 30, or
when the amount of allowable and reasonable costs to be sought is greater than $500,000,
whichever comes first, The application shall include claimed Allowable and Reasonable
~ Costs incurred after the Jast date of the costs claimed in the prior submission, Claims for
costs incurred prior to the date of the prior submission shall not be considered, Plaintiffs
shall also provide writien notice to the then-current Contracting Officer of their intention
to submit a claim no less than 60 days prior to the submission of such a claim. The
applications shall be in writing and submitted to the then-current DOE Contracting
Officer for the Contracts. An application shall be accompanied by sufficient supporting
documentation to allow reasonable verification of the incurred costs, but need not include
documentation beyond that necessary for such verification, An application must be
signed by an authorized representative of the Plainfiffs, and certified to be made in good
faith, that the supporting data are accurate and complete fo the Plaintiffs® knowledge and
belief, and that the amount requested accurately reflects the Allowable and Reasonable

Costs for which the Plaintiffs believe the Government is liable under this Agreement,
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B, Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination: DOE Finding,

L. Within ninety (90) days of the submission by Plaintiffs of an application
for Allowable and Reasonable Costs, the DOE Contracting Officer or his designee shall
issue a DOE Finding identifying those claimed costs deemed to be Allowable and
. Reasonable, Should the DOE Contracting Officer or his designee conclude that Plaintiffs
have not supplied supporting documentation sufficient to allow reasonable verification of
the incurred costs, the DOE Contracting Officer or his designee shall so inform Plaintiffs
and specify the nature of the additional documentation requested, in time for Plaintiffs to
supply supplemental documentation and for the DOE Contracting Officer or his designee
1o issue the DOE Finding within the original ninety (90) days from the first submission of
the application, Should the DOE Contracting Officer or his designee find that any
claimed costs are not Allowable and Reasonable, the DOE Contracting Officer or his |
designee shall identify such costs and state the reason(s) for that decision in writing,

2, If Plaintiffs accept the DOE Finding regarding the claimed costs, that
finding shall become a Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination,

C. Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination: Resolution of
disputes, 1f Plaintiffs disagree with the DOE Finding rendered in accordance with
Section IV.B.1, above, or if DOE fails to act within the 90-day period provided by
Section IV.B.1 above, the parties agree that any dispute will be resolved as follows:

1. Plaintiffs shall, within 30 days of recelpt of the DOE Finding, or failure of
DOE to act within the required 90-day period, deliver to the DOE Contracting Officer in

writing notice of and reasons for their disagreement, The partics shall then negotiate in
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good faith to resolve the disagreement and agree upon & Final Allowable and Reasonable
Cost Determination.

2. 1t the parties cannot resolve the disagreement, within 30 days of the date
of Plaintiffs’ written disagreement with the DOE Finding, Plaintiffs shall make a
submission to the DOE Contracting Officer (hereinafter the “Plaintiff’s Finding”), which
may include an opinion on the disagresment and a determination of an amount due to
Plaintiffs by a knowledgeable individual retained by Plaimiffs, If the amount set out in
Plaintiffs’ Finding is not more than 5% greater than the amount of the DOE Finding, the
average of the two amounts shall be the Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost
Determination, If the amount set out in Plaintiff's Finding is more than 5% greater than
the amount of the DOE Finding, Plaintiffs* Finding shall nonetheless be the Final
Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination, unless, within 30 days of receipt of
Plaintiffs’ Finding, the DOE Contracting Officer delivers to Plaintiffs’ representative
written notice of and the reasons for disagreement by the DOE Contracting Officer,

3, Upon Plaintiffs’ receipt of the DOE Coniracting Officer’s written notice
of disagreement with Plaintiffs’ Finding, the parties shall jointly select an independent
neutral to render a Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination, or, if the parties
cannot agree on an independent neutral within 30 days of Plaintiffs' receipt of the DOE
Contracting Officer’s written notice of disagreement, then either party may submit a
request to the Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals for appointment of 2 member
of that Board to act as an independent neutral. The independent neutral shall review only
the written submissions of the partics (Plaintiffs’ initial application, the DOE Finding,

Plaintiffs’ Finding, and the DOE Contracting Officer’s written notice of disagreement
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with Plaintiffs’ Finding) and render an opinion within thirty (30) days wpon the
disagreement and a finding of an amount that should be paid to Plaintiffs (hereinafter, the
“Neutral’s Finding”). So long as the amount of the Neutral’s Finding is within 5% of
either the DOE Finding or the Plaintiffs’ Finding, the average of the two determinations
that are closest to one another shall be the Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost |
Determination. If the highest and lowest findings differ from the middle finding by equal
amounts, the middle finding shall be the Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost
Determination. If the Neutral’s Finding is not within 5% of either the DOE Finding or
the Plaintiffs’ Finding, then the Neutral's Finding shall be the Fina! Allowable and
Reasonable Cost Determination,

D, Submission of Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determinations
For Payment. Once a Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination is reached
by the methods set forth in either Scotion IV, B or C above, it is hereby agreed that that
Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination shall be deemed to be a compromise
settlement, made by the Attorney General or persons authorized by him, of claims
referred to the Attorney General for defense of imminent litigation or suits against the
United States, or against its agencies or officials upon obligations or liabitities of the
United States, for purposes of 28 U.S.C. § 2414. The parties intend that such a Final
Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determin.ation shall constitute a “‘compromise
settlement” under 31 U.S.C. § 1304, Plaintiffs may immediately present to the
Government a Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination for psyment. The
Authorized Representative of the Attorney General shall execute all necessary approvals

to effectuate such payment, including but not limited to any necessary certification that
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no appeal shall be taken or further review sought, and that it is in the interest of the
United States to pay such amounts.

E. Initial Final Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination. The initial
Final and Allowable Cost Determination shall be in the amount of $124,259,929,

F Releases,

1, Upon satisfaction of the terms set forth in this Agreement, including bul
not limited to payment under Sections [V.D, and E., Plaintiffs release, waive, and
abandon all claims against the United States, its political subdivisions, its officers,
agents, and employees, that: (a) arise out of or relate to DOE's Deléy in performance of
its acceptance obligations under the Contracts, and (b) which are covered by payments
under Sections IV, D, and E., regardless of whether such claims were included in the
Laws;xit, including but not limited to any claims for costs, expenses, attorney fees,
compensatory damages, and exemplary damages,

2. Nothing herein shall release DOE from claims arising from failure to
perform or the breach of any other obli_gation not directly relatgd to Delays in accepting
SNF/HLW from Plaintiffs’ Sites under the Contracts.

3, The fatlure of the Government to undertake any act required by this
Agreement, including but not limited to any act in connection with determination or
payment to Plaintiffs of a Finel Allowable and Reasonable Cost Determination, shail
constitute & breaéh of this Agreement. Suit upon such breach may be commenced by

Plaintiffs within six years of such failure directly in the United States Court of Federal

Claims. It shall not be a defense by the Government to any such lawsuit that the
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Government was misteken about an existing material fact that constituted a basic
assumption underlying this Agreement.
V. Other provisions.

A, DOE shall, in its sole discretion, have the right to take possession of any
equipment, including storage and/or fransportation casks or canisters, for which it has
compensated Plaintiffs pursnant to this Agresment, as ls, where is, when no longer
needed for use by Plaintiffs. Should DOE elect not to exercise this option, Plaintiffs will
be responsible for the disposition of such equipment, but the costs of such disposition
shall be Allowable and, if otherwise Reasonable, payable to Plaintiffs, DOE shall inform
Plaintiffs of its election regarding such equipment one year prior to any termination of
obligations under this Agreement pursuant to Section [1.A.3 above, in order to allow
Piain.. % Aif DOE elects not to take possession of the equipment) an opportunity to then
make an application for rccovéry of the expected costs associated with disposition of the
equipment,

B. This Agreement is in no way related to or concerned - with income or other
taxes for which Plaintiffs are now liable or may become liable in the future as a result of
this Agreement.

C Plaintiffs warrant and represent that they are the holder of the Contracts,
and that no other actions or suits by Plaintiffs are pending with respect to the claims
advanced in the Lawsuit, nor will such actions or suits be filed by Plaintiffs in any other
court, administrative agency, or legislative body, except as contemplated by this
Agreement, Plaintiffs also warrant and represent that they own all claims arising under

the Contracts attributable to DOE's delays, Plaintiffs agree to indemnify and reimburse
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the Government for any monies that the Government may be required to pay to ather
parties for claims arising under or related to the Contracis aitributable to DOE’s delays,
Plaintiffs further warrgnt and represent that they have made no assignment or transfer of
any of the claims advanced in the Lawsuit, although Plaintiffs may be obligated by
certain contractual arrangements or otherwise fo distribute portions of recoveries
received by Plaintiffs to other parties. Any such distribution shall be the sole obligation
of the Plaintiffs. Should there be now or in the future any violation by Plaintiffs of these
warranties and representations, any amount paid by the United States to Plaintiffs
pursuant to this Agreement shall be refunded promptly by Plaintiffs, together with
interest thereon at the rates provided in 41 U.8.C. § 611, computed from the date the
United States makes payment,

D. As part of and 10 effectuate this setilement, the Government exercises its

sole discretion to accept the assignment of claims that the plaintiff in Canal Electric Co.

v. United States, No. 04-0035C (Fed. CL), ha‘ls purported to make to FPL Energy
Seabrook, LLC, to the extent that the Department of lEnergy and/or the Department of
Justice have been made aware of those claims through the plaintiff’s complaint in the
ng_l_ﬂ_c_gnig case and have been made aware of the assignment through the assighment
provisions in the Purchase and Sale Agreement among North Atlantic Energy

Corporation, The United Illuminating Company, Great Bay Power Corporation, New

England Power Company, The Connecticut Power & Light Company, Canal Electric i
Company, Little Bay Power Corporation, New Hampshire Electric Cooperative, Inc.,

North Atlantic Energy Service Cdrporation, and FPL Energy Seabrook, LLC, dated April

13, 2002. FPL Energy Seabrook, LLC, agrees that the claims asserted by Canal Electric -

11
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Company in the Canal Electri¢ case lack merit and that it will not seek to recover any
damages from the Government based upon those claims. To the extent that any court of
law finds that the Government’s acceptence of this assignment is void or otherwise
invalid, and to the extent that the Government is obligated to pay Canal Electric
Company or its successors any damages arising out of the Canal Electric case, FPL
Energy Seabrook, LLC, agrees to indemnify the United States for any amounts that the
Government pays upon those claims pursuant fo the terms of this agreement.

E. This Agreement is for the purpose of settling the Lawsuit, and for no other
purpose. Accordingly, this Agreement shall not bind the parties, nor shall it be cited or
otherwise referred 1o, in any proceedings, whether judicial or administrative in nature, in
which the parties or counsel for the parties have or may acquire an interest, except as Is
necessary to effect the terms of the Agreement,

F, Plaintiffs’ counsel represents that he has been and is authorized to enter
this Agreement on behalf of Plaintiffs,

G.  Any provision of this Agreement which is held, after the date of the
execution of this Agreement, to be illegal, invalid, or unenforceable by a court or agency
of competent jurisdiction under present or ﬁntwe laws which apply to this Agreement,
shall be fully severable. In place of any scvered provision, the parties agree to substitute
a legal, valid and enforceable provision which is as similar as possible to the severed
provision,

H. This document constitutes a complete integration of the Agreement
between the parties and supercedes any and all prior oral or written representations,

understandings or agreements among or between them,

12

i e e b
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L This Agreement is Intended to benefit only the parties, their successors
and assignees. It is not intended to benefit, directly or indirectly, any other individual,
group of individuals, organization or entity,

AGREED TO:
FOR THE GOVERNMENT:

\@Am? S o lin >

ANNE E. DAVIDSON Dgte
irector
Commercial Litigation Branch,
Civil Division
U.S, Department of Justice
1100 L, Sireet, N.W,
Adn:  Classification Unit
8th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20530

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS:

d@”’"m;/ ool 30 2507

1

ALEX D, TOMA m%% Date
PILLSBURY, W ROP, SHAW, PITTMAN, LLP

1650 Tysons Blvd. '

Suite 1400

MecLean, Virginia 22102

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OF

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
FPL ENERGY SEABROCK, LLC

FPL ENERGY DUANE ARNOLD, LLC

FPL ENERGY POINT BEACH, LLC

13
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| /4 .ot 30,2075
/?AD i:y ! Date )
ORGANAEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

1111 Penfisylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OF
~ INTERSTATE POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

35/ o4

Date

125 High Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02110

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OF

MASSACHUSETTS MUNICIPAL WHOLESALE
ELECTRIC COMPANY AND

HUDSON LIGHT AND POWER DEPARTMENT

ROBERT G. FUNKE Date
58 Tremont Strest

P.O. Box 628

Taunton, Massachusetts 02780

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED

REPRESENTATIVE OF
TAUNTON MUNICIPAL LIGHTING PLANT

14




EWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
1111 Perhsylvania Ave,, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20004

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED
"REPRESENTATIVE OF
INTERSTATE POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

NICHOLAS J. SCOBBO, JR.

FERRITER, SCOBBO & RODOPHELE, PC
_ 125 High Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02110

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OF

MASSACHUSETTS MUNICIPAL WHOLESALE
ELECTRIC COMPANY AND

HUDSON LIGHT AND POWER DEPARTMENT

ROBERT G. FUNKE

58 Tremont Street

P.O. Box 628

Taunton, Massachusetts 02780

ATTORNEY AND AUTHORIZED

REPRESENTATIVE OF
TAUNTON MUNICIPAL LIGHTING PLANT
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QUESTION:
For the purposes of the following request, please refer to Sections 3, pages 53 - 56 of 60, in both

the Turkey Point and St Lucie Studies. Please provide a copy of the 1995 Acceptance Priority
Ranking & Annual Capacity Report Table 1 for both the TP and SL Plants (only one copy of the
Report is needed if it contains/shows the same information for both plants).

RESPONSE:

Please see Attachment No. 1 for a copy of the 1995 Acceptance Priority Ranking & Annual
Capacity Report, Table 1. The table provides nominal waste acceptance rates applicable to both
St. Lucie and Turkey Point.
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ACCEPTANCE PRIORITY RANKING
& [

U.$. DEPARTMENT oF £E N ERG Y
OFFICE OF CIVILIAN RADICACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, ©0C 2035 85

MARCH 1995
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than by specific calendar year(s). The projected nominal acceptance rates also reflect the
capacity limit imposed by the Act on such a storage facility prior to repository operations.
These projected nominal waste acceptance rates are presented in Table 1. The Department will

continue to process DCS submittals on an annual basis,

Table 1. Projected Nominal Waste Acceptance Rates for Spent Nuclear Fuel

Year SNE (MTU)

Year |
Year 2
Year 3
Year ¢4
Year §
Year 6
Year 7
Year §
Year

Year 1)
TOTAL

400
600
900
500
800
900
900
900
900

=00
8,200

Operation of the system with the nominal waste acceptance rates presénted in Table 1 will
result in the acceptance of 8,200 MTU of SNF for the first 10 years. This table provides only
an approximation of the system throughput rates and is subject to change depending on
Congressional action regarding the conditions for the siting, construction, and operation of an
interim storage facility, if any, the repository; and the system design and configuration. The
Department will further define and specify the system operating and waste acceptance parameters
as the Program progresses, and inform the Purchasers accordingly. Until the SNF is accepted
by the Department, Sections 111{a){(5) of the Act assigns the waste owners and generators the
primary responsibility to provide for, and pay the costs of, interim storage.
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QUESTION:
Please provide a copy of the EnergySolutions’ agreement/contract that provides for the long-term
disposal of Class A waste.

RESPONSE:
See Confidential Attachment No. 1.



Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 80

Page 1 of 1

QUESTION:

Please provide EnergySolutions’ most recent schedule of rates for disposal of radioactive waste.

RESPONSE:
Refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 79 for contractual rates.
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QUESTION: :
Please provide a copy of the WCS agreement/contract that provides for the disposal of Class B

and C wastes.

RESPONSE:
Please see confidential Attachment No. | to this response for a copy of the WCS
agreement/contract.
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QUESTION:

Please provide WCS most recent schedule of rates for disposal of radioactive waste.

RESPONSE:
Please see FPL’s response to Staff’s First Data Request No. 81.
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QUESTION:
Please provide a copy of the local labor rate schedule used for estimating the cost of
decommissioning FPL’s St Lucie Nuclear Units.

RESPONSE:
See Confidential Attachment Nos. 1 and 2 showing current craft labor rates which are escalated
using inflation indices as discussed in the Assumptions section of the Study.
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QUESTION:

Please provide a copy of the local labor rate schedule used for estimating the cost of FPL’s
Turkey Point Nuclear Units.

RESPONSE:
See Confidential Attachment Nos. 1 and 2 showing current craft labor rates which are escalated
using inflation indices as discussed in the Assumptions section of the Study.
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QUESTION:

Please provide copies of the contracts with Orlando Utilities Commission and Florida Municipal
Power Agency that illustrate their decommissioning obligations with FPL.

RESPONSE:

The participation agreements between FPL and Orlando Utilities Commission (OUC) and
Florida Municipal Power Agency (FMPA) state that each co-owner shall be responsible for their
ownership percentage of costs incurred in the decommissioning and disposal of St Lucie Unit
No. 2 and that the participants shall make funds available for payment of decommissioning and
disposal costs with no less priority than funds provided by FPL.

Relevant sections from the OUC and FMPA Agreements that set forth their decommissioning
obligations are provided as Attachment Nos. 1 and 2 to this response. In addition, as indicated
in Section 2 - Assumptions, page 7 of 11 of the St Lucie Study, each of the participants has
established a separate external sinking fund. In accordance with the NRC's financial assurance
requirements the status of these funds must be filed with the NRC every two years. The most
recent filing made jointly by FPL, OUC, and FMPA is provided as Attachment No. 1 to FPL's
response to Staff's First Data Request No. 60.
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ST. LUCIE UNIT NO. 2
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
AND
ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSION

As AMENDED BY
FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD AMENDMENTS

DIsTRIBUTED: APRIL 1S83
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Per Third Amendment

6.2.7 Decommissioning and Dispesal Costs. All costs Incurred in
ronnection with securing and maintaining the St. Lucie Site upon decommissioning and

disposal of St. Lucie Unit No. 2, These costs may be Incurred over an extensive period
of time. ﬁowwu, regardless of the amount of these costs, and the time pedod over
which they are incurred, the Owners shall share and pay all such costs in accordance
with their respective 0wnersh§p Percentages.

6.3  Participation Costs Related to St. Lucie Unit No. 2. Participation
Costs include 100% of the below-listed costs related to St, Lucie Unit No, 2 that are
not otherwi#e included {n Participation Costs pursuant to Section 8.2:

8.31 Construction Costs. Payments made for or In connection
with construction work for St. Lucie Unit No. 2 and Capital Improvements to St. ‘Lucle
Unit No. 2. Construetion costs include all Components of Construction Cost set forth
in the Uniform System of Accounts (excluding contract retentions until paid) except
that (i) the allowance for funds used during construction eontained in the Uniform
System of Accounts shall be calculated on the basis of the AFC rate set forth in
Section L1, from the dat& of each payment made by Company until receipt by
Compeny of Participent's Initial Payment pursuant te Section 8§ {Closing, and (i) no
allowance shall be made for revenues received or earned for power produced during
sonstruction; provided, however, that this provision shall not affect Participant's
rights to receive and dispose of tesf energy. After receipt by Company of
Participant's Initial Payment pursuant to Section 8, Company will provide statements
of curtent costs pursuant to Section 9 and will provide such statements In a timely
fashion so that such statements do not include any allowance for the cost of
Company's eapital, provided however, where a facility or component is properly
designated as related to St. Lucie Unit No. 2 after such facility or component has baen
acquired such statement shall include an allowance for the cost of Company's capital
associated with the designated facility or component calculated in aceordance with
the AFC rate. -

Y-
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6.3.12 Administrative and General Expenses,

Commencing on the date of Pirm Operation of St. Lucie Unit Wo.
2, Company's administrative and genecal expenses shall be
allocated monthly wo $t. Lucle Unit No. 2 in accordancé with
Bxhibit XI.

6,3,13 pecommissiening and Disposal Costs.

Decommissioning and disposal costs conslist of all costs incurred
in connecticn with decommissioning and disposal of, and
thereafter malntaining, St., Lucie Unit No. 2 and the Unit-Site,
including all agsociated waste materials. These costs may be
incurred over an exten;fve pericd of time, However, regardless
of the amount of these costs; and the time period over which
they are incurred, the Owners shall share and pay all such costs
in accordance  with their respective COwnership Percentages,

6.4 Participation Costs Related to Common Facilities.

Participation Costs in¢lude one=half of the below-listed costs
related tc Common Pacillties that are not otherwise inecluded in
Pacticipation Cosky pursuant to Sectlons 6,2 or 6.3:

6.,4.1 Constructiocn Costs. Payments made for or

‘ in conﬁecticn with construction work for Common Facilities,

i“) Constructlion costs include all Components of Construction Cost
set forth in the Uniform System of Accounts {excluding contrach
retentions until paid) modified as follows:

{1) The allowance for Ffundg used during constructisn

contained in the Uniform System of Accounts shall

-36-
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authorizations required by law, compliance with any applicable
laws, rules ¢r regulations regpecting the envircnment, congerva=-
vion of the public health and safety, and negotiation for and .
aéquisiticn of land, land :iqhts and water rights relating o
constructing, improving, operating, maintaining and decommis-
sioning the Common Facilities,

6.4.5 Governmenta) Costs and Penalties. All

govermmental costs, penalties, fines and other assessments, and
all attorneys' fees and other costs of litigating, investigating,
'and defending same, relating primarily to the Common Pacili-
ties. To the extent that such costs and expenses are imposed
directly ucen all of the Qwners, the Owners agree to share such
costs and expenses in proportion to their Ownership Pe:centaées.

6.4.6 Decommissioning and Oisposal Costs. /

pDecommmissioning and disposal costs consist of all costs
incurred in connection with deccmﬁissicning and disposal of, and
thereafter maintaining, t§e Common Facilities, including all
associated waste materials., These costs may be lncurred over an
extensive peried of time., However, regardless of the amount of
these costs, and the time period over which they are incurred,
the Owners shall share and pay all such costs in acco:daﬁce with
-gheir raspective Ownership Percentages.

6.5 Pparticipation Cogts Related to Rela;ed Facilities.
pParticipation Costs include the below-listed costs related to

Related Facilities that are properly allocable to nuclear units

—d Q-
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ST. LUCIE UNIT NO. 2
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

: AND
FLORIDA MUNICIPAL POWER AGENCY
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respecting the environment, conservaﬁonV. protection of the
public health and safety, and negotiation for and acquisition of
1and, land rights and water rights relating to constructing,
improving, operatiné, maintaining and decommissioning the
St. Lucie Site, other than those costs and expenses related
solely to St. Lucie Unit No. 1.

Governmental Casts and Penalties. Al governmental costs,

penalties, fines and other assessments and all attorneys' fees
and other costs of litigating, investigating, and defending
same, relating primarily to both St. Lucie Uni>t No.,1 and
St. Lucle Unit No. 2, but none of same relaﬁng primarily to
St. Lucie Unit No.1. To the extent that such costs and
expenses are imposed directly upon gll of the Owners, the
Owners agree to share such costs and expenses in proportion to
their Ownership Percentages.

Decormmissioning and Disposal Costs. All costs incurred in

connection with securing and maintaining the St. Lucie Site
upon decommissioning and disposal of St.Luecie Unit No. 2.
These costs may be ineurred over an extensive period of time.
However, regardiess of the emount of these costs, and the
time period over which they are ineurred, the Owners shall
share and pay all such costs in accordance with their

respective Ownership Percentages.

6.3 Participation Costs Related to St. Lucie Unit No, 2. Perticipation

Costs inelude 100% of the pelow-listed costs related to St. Lucie Unit

No. 2 that are not otherwise included in Participation Costs pursuant

to Section 6.2:

- 22~
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i

account separately for its general overhead, administrative,
payroll (including an allowance to reflest payroll-related
taxes, insurance, pensions and benefits), equipment and other
costs relating to the utilization of nuclear fuel as a power
source which are not otherwise directly allocated to any other
¢ost or to a particular generating unit. All of such costs shall
be multiplied by a fraction, the numerator of which ‘sh,au be
one, and the denominator of which at any time shall be one
plus the total number of nuclear units other than St. Lucie
Unit No. 2 operated by Company which have been placed in
commerecial operation and have not been retired from service.
The resulting product shall be included within Participation

Costs.

6.3.11 Seientific, Economie_or Engineering Services. All costs paid

by Company to independent contractors and the cost of
scientific, economic or engineering services by employees of
Company, excluding costs allocated as administrative and
general expenses or nuclear support services, determined in
the same manner as labor costs allocated to operation and

maintenance expenses in Section 6.3.3.

6.3.12 Administeative and Genersl Expenses. Commencing on the

date of Firm Operation of St. Lucie Unit No. 2, Company's
administrative and general expenses shall be allocated monthly

to St. Lucie Unit No. 2 in accordance with Exhibit XI.

6.3.13 Decommissioning and Disposal Costs. Decommissioning and

disposal costs consist of all costs inourred in connection with

decommissioning and disposal of, and thereafter maintaining,

- %G -
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St. Lucie Unit No. 2 and the Unit Site, including all associated

waste materials. These costs may be incurred over an

extensive period of time. However, regardless of the amount

of these costs, and the time period over which they are

incurred, the Owners shall share and pay all such .costs in

accordance with their respective. Ownership Percentages.

Participation Costs Related to Common Facilities. Participation

Costs include one<half of the below-listed costs related to Common

Facilities that are not otherwise included in Participation Costs

pursuant to Sections 6.2 or 8.3

8.4.1 Construction Costs. Payments made for or in connection with

eonstruction work for Common Facilities. Construetion costs

include al! Components of Construction Cost set forth in the

Uniform System of Accounts (excluding contract retentions

until paid) modified as follows:

(1)

(2)

(3

The allowsnee for funds used during eonstruction
contained in the Uniform System of Accounts shall be
caleulated on the basis of the AFC rate set forth in
Secﬂan 1.1,

The sllowance for funds used during construction shall
be computed on construction costs {incurred in
connection with Common Facilities) that have been
placed in service with St. Lucie Unit No. 1 from the
date of each payment by Company to the in=service
date of St. Lucie Unit No. 1.

The allowence for funds used during construction shall

be computed on construction costs that have not been

- 30 -
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all of the Owners, the Qwners agree to share such costs and
expenses in proportion to their Ownership Percentages.

6.4.8 Decommissioning and Disposal Costs. Decommissioning and
disposal costs consist ‘of all costs Ineurred in connection with
decommissioning and disposal of, and thereafter maint;ining,
the Common Facilities, including all sassociated waste
materisls. These costs may be incurred over an extensive
period of time. However, regardless of the amount of these
eosts, and the time period over which they are incurred, the
Owners shall share and pay all such costs in aceordance with
their respective Ownership Percentages.

g_u_rticipatioa Costs Related to Related Faeilities. Partieipation

Costs include the below-listed costs related to Related Facilities that

are properly allocable to nuclear units and that are not otherwise
ineluded in Participation Costs pursuant to Sections 6.2, 6.3 or 6.4
(allocated fairly and equitably and in accordance with the utilization
of each such faeility to the units (including St.Lucie Unit No. 2)
utilizing such facility), commencing when such Related Facilities are
placed in service or designated as Related Facilities, whichever is
iater, and terminating upon gSecommissioning of $t. Lucie Unit No. 2.

8.5.1 Operation and Maintenance Expenses. All operation and

maintenance expenses properly allocsble to Related Facilities,

including the following:

(8) The operation expenses chargeable to FERC Accounts
517, 518 (excluding Nuclear Fuel Expenses otherwise
included within Participation Costs), 519-525, inclusive,

and 557.

-34 -
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QUESTION:

Please provide all supporting work papers and calculations of the EOL M&S inventories as of
December 31, 2015 shown on Support Schedule E, line 1, for both the Turkey Point and St.
Lucie Studies, with a detailed explanation of all assumptions used in determining the estimates.

RESPONSE:
See Attachment Nos. 1-3.



Public Ut Private Fored Investment - From EDM Mode

Irwentiosy Tumover --> 0.3450

Commodity Description
Actiare

Bearings

Cables, Wire, Coax, Ot
Chemicals &

Electric Components
Electic Swiches, Reiays, Fuses
Fasterers

msusation

danitoral

Larmys & Lighting

Molor & Parts

Office, Copy paper, tonet

Safety & Medical
‘Steam Turtine & Generator
Toole & Parts.

" Raged on recert sekes of obsolete mventory, FPL coukd expect 1o reciive approximaiely 1% of book value for salvage.
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2018

2017

2019

2711%

87,811,129!

19,550,224
8614012

90,282,829

91,962,370
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268% 261% 252%
2022 222 2023 2023 2023 2024 2024 2024
Average
8alance
3,260,588
6,794,010
2,928,475
1,356,486
5,613,215
14,411,241
3,324,149 ,388,534
1997157 5,415,284
992 166,630
401,262 1133421
1,658,912
104,278
1,451,817
2179816
184,376
431,425
1,758,170
7.256,31%

251%
260%
268%
271%
280%
278%
260%
267%
252%
2.40%
250%
250%
250%
256%
284%
263%
256%
250%
255%
253%
260%
265%
266%
261%

259%
250%
259%




2% 250% 250%

1,830,853
1572329

101,507,041

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-EI

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Attachment No. 1

Page 2 of 52

256%

10330151
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1,490,
6,158,475
104,242,636

4,332,484
17,801,410
81,140,540
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261% 250% 256% 256% 250%
Salvage Recovery —> 1.0%
2039 2000 2040 2041 2041 200 208 200 2083 .
5
Adjustad Assumed  NetWrite O
Average Average Aversge 2043 Balence Sawage  mEndol
Batance Baimnce Baiance o wmeon Comment Plant Lite
2,618,585 2215377 1070593 1,070,593 A0I¥ 1,060354
487,128 2231054f 2231450 @M 2210112
1,990,157 961,841 © Uised for decommissioning 0 [
921852 445,530 O Assumed invectory s 2610
3814573 1843628] 1843628
9,793,707 4733290 4733200
6,361,014 3.083939] 3,083,939
3,680,162 177a618] 1778619
113200 54 Assumed invertory is zer0
770,260 srz286|  ar228
3,184,436 1539035] 1536,
3,526 200,474 96723 O Assumed invertory fs zer0
£1.29.5061 2,766,899 1346906 1,34,
187858 4,184,552 2022301] 2022391
353,326 171,052 © Used for decommissioning
28,164 «0250]  a0;
¢ 37 3371,333 1,629,266 0 Usext for decommissioning
(521520 13,929,166 6731950] 67884
63135812 30513.486] 77154226
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Turkey Point Plant
Publc Util Private Fixed lrwestment - From EDM Model 251% 283% 268% 271% 280% 278% 268%
Invertory Tumover — 0,3480
2016 2016 2016 2017 2017 2017 2018 2018 2018 2019 2019 2019 2020 2020 2020 2001 2021 2021 2022 2022 2022 2023
$§12/15 Balance
Com as Proxy for
Commodity Description Code Average Balancel Issues Purchases
Achators AC 588712
Bearings BE {
Cables, Wire, Coax, Opti cA 222314
Chemicals & Compounds oM™ (413,107
Elkctric Componerts EC 2343697 2,411,520,
Electiic Switches, Relays, Fuses EL 15,368,683 15,546,203y {5.7C7 881}
Fasterers FS 5,948,406 {2145813) {2.208.219)
Insuation IN 5,552,746 { {2062.273
Jaritorial JA 183,834 185,442 64,533} {68.275}
Lamps & Lighting LA 409,808 {143 859; (452,201}
Motor & Parts MO 3,381,292 ,825) {1,255.801}
Office, Copy paper, toner OF 32752 (114335) 38, 827 112 965
Pipe & Fittings Pl 2,690,254 {1,023874) 3026,800f {1.053319) {1.073.43%)
Purp Parts PU 4,678,656 {1.657.416) 4,699.692 {1.705,0801 {1.737.638)
Safety & Medical sA 725,30 (256.849; x {268,385
Steam Turbine & Generator sT 841,542 {298,117} 309,041
Took & Parts T0 3,383,263 {1.196,523) 1,242,441
Vaives VA 14,041,699 {s {4.674,280} 5,156,557
75,007,101 75,663,090 78,550,710

(1) Based on recent sales of obsolete invertory, FPL coull expect to receive approximately 1% of book vake for sakage.
0

Turkey Point 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Atlachment No. 1.xds



Florida Pow er & Light Company
2015 Decommissioning Study
Projected inventory Write-Off
Turkey Point Plant

Public Uil Private Fixed Investmert - From EL

trverdory Turover —> 0.3480

Com
‘Commodity Description Code
Actiators. AC
Bearings BE
Cables, Wire, Coax, Opti CA
Chemicals & Compounds oM
Electric Componerts EC
Electric Switches, Relays, Fuses EL
Fasteners FS
bsuation IN
Jaritorial JA
Lamps & Lighting LA
Motor & Parts. MO
Office, Copy paper, loner OF
Pipe & Fittings Pl
Pumg Parts PU
Safety & Medical SA
Steam Tubine & Generator §T
Tooks & Paris TO
Vakes VA

2029

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-EI

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Attachment No. 1

Page 5 of 52

256% 264%

2029 2029 2030 2030 2030

17855845
1.325.6273

(1) Based on recert sales of obsolete inverto
1]

Turkey Point 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xis

{682 184;

Average Average

Purchases Bakance ssues Purchases Balance

1,937,418

{266.440}
954,987 {332,333

15934604 | 5545201} 5691723 16081126
85118506 85901130
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Turkey Point Plart
Page 6 of 52
Public Util Private Fixed Irvestment - From EL 263% 258% 259%
irwentory Tumover —> 0.3480 Saivage Recovery — (" 10%
2031 2031 2031 2032 2032 2032 2033 2033 2033
Adjusted Net Write Off}
Com Average [2033 Balance A End of

Commodity Description Code Issues Batance | to Write O Comment Plant Life
Actuators AC {674.217; 944,908 944,908 935,871
Bearings BE {1.818,028} 2547949 2547949 2523,580
Cables, Wite, Coax, Opti CA {1.345.714} 1,891,611 0 Used for decommissioring
Chemicals & Compourds. o™ {456,164} 639,310 0 Assumed inventory is zero [}
Electric Components EC 669,789 362734 3627334 3,592,642
Electric Switches, Relays, Fuses EL 1,585,075 8,584,193 8,584,190 8,502,093
Fasteners FS 613,499 332488 3322488 3.290.711
Insuation IN 572,692 3,101,492 3101492 3,071,829
Jaritorial JA 18,960 102,681 0 Assumed inveriory is zero °
Lamps & Lighting LA 42,266 228,898 228898 709
Motor & Paris. MO 348,735 1,888,624 1,888,624 1,870,561
Office, Copy paper, tonef OF 33,288 180,274 0 Assumed invertory is zero [
Pipe & Fittings Pl 298,01 1,614,354 1,614,354 1598915
Pump Parts PU 482541 2,613,268 2,613,268 2,588,274
Safety & Medical SA 74,808 405,134 O Used for decommissioning
Steam Tubine & Generator sT 86,794 470,044 470,044 465,548
Took & Parts TC 348,938 1889725 0 Used for decommissioning
Vahes VA (5.647.403) 1,448,214 7,843,006 7,843,006 7,767,994

41895290 36,786,556 36,434,727

(1) Based on recert sales of obsolete inverto
0

Turkey Point 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xis 6
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Florida Power & Light Company Page 7 Of 52
2015 Decommissioning Study
Analysis of Inventory Turnover for Valuation of | tory at C: of D issioning
Beginning Balance  Ending Balance 2011 _Inventory Turnover
2011 $131,000,874.72  $ 139,350,634.35 Beginning Balance Jan 2011 131,000,874.72
Less Obsoiete inventory (628,180.81)
A) Adjusied Beginning Balancc 130,372,693.91
B8) Ending Balance Dec 2011 139,350,834.35
M&S Net Issues 34,600,711.00
Less Write-Off of Obsolete Inventory (628,180.81
(C) Adjusted Issues 33,972,530.19
(D)=((A)+(B)Y2  Average Balance 134,861,664.13
=(C)(D) 2011 Inventory Turnovel 0.2519
2012 Inventory Tumover
2012 139,350,634.35  $152,740,918.59 Beginning Balance Jan 12 139,350,634.35
Less Obsolete Inventory (669,160.30)
(E) Adjusted Beginning Balanci 138,791,474.05
(F) Ending Balance Dec12 152,740,918.59
M&S Net Issues 76,899,722.39
Less Write-Off of Obsolete Inventory (669,160.30)
(G) Adjusted Issues 76,340,562.09
(H)=((E)+(F))/2  Average Balance 145,766,196.32
=(G)/(H) 2012 Inventory Turnover 0.5237
2013 Inventory Tumover
2013 152,740,918.59  $ 159,245,203.27 Beginning Balance Jan 13 152,740,918.59
Less Obsolete Inventory {1,652,015.80)
0] Adjusted Beginning Balanct 151,188,902.79
) Ending Balance Dec 12 159,245,203.27
M&S Net Issues 55,467,061.59
Less Write-Off of Obsolete Inventory (1,662,015.80)
K Adjusted Issues 53,915,045.79
L=(+))2 Average Balance 155,217,053.03
=(Ky(L] 2013 inventory Turnover 0.3474
2014 Inventory Turnover
2014 159,245,203.27  $163,132,331.50 Beginning Balance Jan 14 159,245,203.27
Less Obsolete Inventory (262,671.95)
M) Adjusted Beginning Balanct 158,982,531.32
(N) Ending Balance Dec 14 163,132,331.50
M&S Net Issues 38,660,331.95
Less Write-Off of Obsolete Inventory (262,671.95)
{0) Adjusted Issues 38,397,660.00
(P)=((M)+(N))/2  Average Balance 161,057,431.41
=(O)/(P) 2014 Inventory Tumover 0.2384
Beginning Balance Jan 2011 T31,000,874.72
Less Obsolete [nventory Written-Off in 2011 (628,180.81)
Less Obsolete Inventory Written-Off in 2012 (559,160.30)
Less Obsolete inventory Written-Off in 2013 (1,552,015.80)
Less Obsolete Inventory Written-Off in 2014 262.671.85
| ((*)] Adjusted Beginning Balanc 127,998,845,86
(R) Ending Balance Dec 2014 163,132,331.50
M&S Net Issues 205,627,826 .93
Less Obsolete Inventory Written-Off in 2011 {628,180.81)
Less Obsolete Inventory Written-Off in 2012 (559,160.30)
Less Obsolete Inventory Written-Off in 2013 (1,552,015.80)
Less Obsolete inventory Written-Off in 2014 (262,671.95)
(S) Adjusted Issues 202,625,798.07
(T)=(S)4 Average Adjusted issues 50,656,449.52
(U)=((Qy+R)/2 Average Balance 145,565,588.68
=(T){U) Invenlom Turnover - 2011 to 2014 0.3480

#154.300 Balance 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xls
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Walker FERC Form No. 1 Balance Sheet

Filter Table

*Account-FERC '—— *Control Entity NU
*Account-Point Nuclear (FPL)
*Account-Point-w; *Time:Fiscal Year 2011

*Control Entity Re *Account-Point “Walker-Source| Jan Beg Balance|
*Control Entity 154300 NUCLEAR M&S INVENTORY| 10000 M & S OPERATING CORRECTION & ADJ. $ 52,300.60
*Time:Fiscal Year 11800 M&S REQUISTION ON STORES/ISSUES CHARGE(P | $ (651,384,210.97,
*Walker-BASA 12800 M&S MATERIAL RETURN MEMO/RETURNS CHARGES | § 247,060,673.48
*Walker-BRC 15800 M & S TRANSFER OUT (MEMO) CHARGES(PASSPO $ (4,738,129.13
*Walker-Budget Al 18800 M & S TRANSFER IN (MEMO) CHARGES (PASSPO $6,823,634.00
*Walker-Business 19000 M&S CORRECTION & ADJUSTMENTS CHARGES $ (154,100.88)
*Walker-EAC 19800 M&S CORRECTION & ADJUSTMENTS CHARGES (P $23,772,257.32|
*Walker-Expense 19999 M & S OPERATING $ (102,332,335.36)
“Walker-l.ocation 50000 CASH VOUCHER BUDGET CORRECTION CHARGES $3,557,918.83
*Walker-Source 52000 CV INVOICES / MANAGER FUNDS, EMPL. EXPEN $30.00
*Walker-Sub-Actiy 52450 CV INVOICES/MANAGER FUNDS, EMPL - SAP $(2,547,863.74)f
Age Code 52455 CV INVOICES/MANAGER FUNDS, EMPL - PASSPO $418,401,015.04
Allocation Method 52601 PARIS AP - ACCT PAY MEMOS $ 33,244.87
Amount ID 52680 PASSPORT - PARIS AP RECEIPTS/INVOICES $30,588,171.91
Analysis Code Fle 59000 CASH VOUCHER CORRECTION & ADJUSTMENT CHA $ 12,305.80
Analysis Code Ty 58800 CASH VOUCHER C & A CHARGES FROM PASSPORT |  § (1,083,264.27,
Analysis Code 59999 CASH VOUCHER §76,415,747.97
BAL-CAT-CD 60000 JOURNAL VOUCHER BUDGET CORRECTION CHARGE] $ 24,371.58
Business Unit 65000 REGULAR JOURNAL VOUCHER CHARGES $ 536,484.00
Class 65013 REIMBURSABLE - JV ENTRIES $ (18,522 ,00)
Clause 85030 JOURNAL ENTRY FROM CARMS $ (109,667.34
Company Code 68000 JV CORRECTION & ADJUSTMENT CHARGES $(118,713.05
CosID 69999 JOURNAL VOUCHER $85 97
CPR Number Overall Result

Description-Segm

Display Code

FERC Function

Future 1

Future 2

In Service Year
Investment Type
Key Figures

Key

Line Code
Metaset Value
PASS Account
Payroll Location
Plant Account
Plant-Site

PRS Source
Rate of Pay Code|
Record ID
Record Type
Reference Numbg
Request ID
Secondary Allocal
Section

Sub Function
Sub-Class
Sub-Type
Transaction Type
Type

User ID

Walker Version
Walker-ER
Walker-Work Ordg¢
Work Group Func
Worksheet
ZSource-System
ZSource-Table

Beg 2011 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xis
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Comparative FERC Balance Sheet
Filter i Table
v v 4 [ 4 i\
Account-Regulatory Account DEC 2011 - DEC DEC 2012 - DEC Increase/(Decrease);
X 201 2012

Account-Regutato| Plant Materials & Oper FERC Adiuals Actuals
Account-Regulato 9154300 Plant & Oper Supplies-N # FPLG/MNot assigned $ 141,177.785.66 $154,769,858.59 | $ (13,682,072.93)
Account 2301000 INVENTORY: M&S $ (1,827,151.31) $ (2,001,497.38) $ 174,346.07
Account-Alt 2301001 INVENTORY: Nuclear Transportation Cost $ (27.442.62) $27,442.62
Account-Alt-FERC Resutt $ 139.350,634.35 $152,740,918.59 | $(13,390,284.24)
Adjustments
Final Company C¢ 1500 FLORID.

Time: Cal. Year/Q
Time: Fiscal yearl/|
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting peri

Version

end 2011 -2012 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xs
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Comparative FERC Trial Balance

Final Company C
Time: Cal. Year/C
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting per

Version

1500 FLORID

2013 - 2014 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xls

Filter Table
A L4 ’ \4 ' v

Account-Regultory Account DEC 2014 - DEC 2014 DEC 2013 -DEC 2013}  Increase/{Decrease)
Account-Regulato Plant Materials & Opef FERC Actuals FERC Actuals
Account-Regulato 9154300 Plant Materials & Oper Supplies-Nuclear # FPLG/Not assigned $ 168,665,676.59 $ 166,365,730.30 $ 2,299,946.29
Account 2301000] INVENTORY: M&S $ (5,533,345.09) $(7,120,527.03) $1,587,181.94
Account-Alt Result $ 163,132,331.50 $ 159,245,203.27 $3,887,128.23
Account-Alt-FER(
Adjustments




Facility: ST. LUCIE
Commodity:ALL
Capital:ALL
Facility:ST. LUCIE

CATLOGID(S) | Storercom Value

IM-01.01 Inventory Value Report

ASL_Only_Flag:AlLL

Report Date:
05/12/201507:55:3 AM

FACILITY
i $339
O&M $87049818.89
ITEM TYPE
MEASURING AND TEST EQUIP (CALIBRATED! $0.00
CONSUMABLE $7411047.57
TOOLS $326793.38
PRIMARY PART OR COMPONENT $67738.85.
SPARE PARTS $79244239.09
COMMODITY. CODE °
A $3054220.88
[ $6365961.22
CA $2743969.94
o))
€C
21 $13503277.30
S $8797956.84
™ $5074100.52
A $156131.61
iA $1062011.53
MO $4390607.14
OF $275990.!
5t $3842495 28
U $5769538.61.
SA $487983.26
ST $1141844.26.
T0 $4648019.55
VA $19205127.
RC: 91 $832181.99
RE. 52 $1072289.56
s 1 $0.01
NO CODE| 117100 $85145347.33
ACTIVE/INACTIVE
1321 $914.63
: 115023 $87048904.26
STATUS
’ $100973.99)
$252543.93
$83338845 18
$2992114.14
H/PEEVAL $335765.40
BOMONLY $0.00
H/USER! $129576.25
NEWITEM. $0.00
CRITICAL CODE
FAILURE $73036284.56
{PONENT $1491733.2

CRITICAL 1 COMPONENT $1391662.30
MAINT RULE OR EOP FUNCTIONS
NOTABORC $27165.78
0 CODE $0.00
CRITICAL YO OPERATION 2913 $11063113.98)
CAL TO PRODUCTION. 10 $5411.80
ASSETS 33 $30247.28)

$94371.28

$582728172

$40814993 51

(INCLUDES AUGMENTED QUALTTY

$14187249.16
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$5242213.48

$199805.41

$126308.

$0.06¢

4338135198

$322752.26;

T §2890254.27

$14041699.15 75,007_101

MATERIAL ACHION TAG

$6741.08

106520

ACTIVE/INACTIVE

$4141101.52

421711351

CRITICAL TO PRODUCTION

MAINT RULE OR EOP FUNCTIONS

CRITICAL TO OPERATION

$35734757.3

$318688.73

PTN Inventory 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xIs
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Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No, 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86
__Attachment No. 1

Summary Transactions: GL Detail (A)

JAN 2011..DEC 2011
Filter Table
\d \d ' id
Account Time: Fiscal year/period | Reference Key 1 ?:zi‘é%ﬁdi}DAE";”m 52:""290?:“_‘3‘:52

Account 2011 2011

Account-Alt 2301000] INVENTORY: M&S | JUL 2011 1SSRVR $(2,573,023.17) 0.00
Account/ltem (Nav.) RTNRVR $1,102,598.63 0.00
Account-Alt-FERC Mal AUG 2011 ISSRVR | $ (5,605,572.17) 0.00
Assignment RTNRVR $1,376,661.33 0.00
Business area SEP 2011 1SSRVR $(4,264,754.72) 0.00
Company code 1500 FLORID. RTNRVR $1,214,393.06 0.00
Cost Center Category OCT 2011 ISSRVR $ (7,570,040.85) 0.00
Cost Center RTNRVR $779.772.11 0.00
Customer NOV 2011 ISSRVR $ (6,151,834.89) 0.00
Document Date: Clear, RTNRVR $ 832,891.33 0.00
Document Date: Crea DEC 2011 ISSRVR $ (14,645,57147) 0.00
Document Date RTNRVR $903,669.91 0.00
Document Header Te! Resutt $ (34,600,711.00) 0.00

Document item Text
Document ltem
Document Number
Document Posting Ke
Document Type
Functional area
Material

Material-Acct Assignim
Material-Orgin Group
Order Type

Order

Order-External Numbe
Order-Processing Gro
Order-Responsible C(
Plant

Profit Center
Purchase Order No.
Reference

Reference Key 1
Reference Key 2
Reference Key 3
Spec. G/L indicator
Time: Cal. Year/Quart
Time: Fiscal year/peri
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting period
Trading partner
Vendor
WBS-Project-L1
WBS-L2

WBS Element-L4
WBS-Project type
WBS-Requesting CC

WBS-Responsible CC

RTNRVR, ISS

RVR

2011 Net Issues 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xs
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Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Attachm

Summary Transactions: GL Detail (A)

JAN 2012..DEC 2012
Filter Table
\d o \d o \d ' .
Account Time: Fiscal year/period | Reference Key 1 ?:zilé%:ezdi-toﬁén:um E:ﬂ"z%?;lfs‘éec

Account 2012 2012

Account-Alt 2301000] INVENTORY:M&S | JAN 2012 ISSRVR $ (14,509,293.80) 0.00
Account/ltem (Nav.) RTNRVR $ 3,305,767.23 0.00
Account-Alt-FERC Ma FEB 2012 ISSRVR $ (12,381,710.68) 0.00
Assignment RTNRVR $ 1,662,934.41 0.00
Business area MAR 2012 ISSRVR $ (11,442,356.66) 0.00
Company code 1500 FLORID. RTNRVR $ 4,264,502.08 0.00
Cost Center Category APR 2012 ISSRVR $ (6,668,824.80) 0.00
Cost Center ’ RTNRVR $ 2,443,021.90 0.00
Customer MAY 2012 ISSRVR $ (4,705,720.82) 0.00
Document Date: Clear RTNRVR $ 929,627.22 0.00
Document Date: Creat JUN 2012 ISSRVR $ (6,687,910.32) 0.00
Document Date RTNRVR $ 1,830,343.19 0.00
Document Header Te; JUL 2012 ISSRVR $ (10,146,341.18) 0.00
Document ltem Text RTNRVR $ 646,964.78 0.00
Document item AUG 2012 ISSRVR $ (9,656,822.65) 0.00
Document Number RTNRVR $2,311,793.87 0.00
Document Posting Ke: SEP 2012 ISSRVR $ (9,838,975.28) 0.00
Document Type RTNRVR $ 10,365,270.59 0.00
Functional area OCT 2012 ISSRVR $(8,548,412.84) 0.00
Material RTNRVR $ 1,852,153.01 0.00
Material-Acct Assignn] NOV 2012 ISSRVR $(10,613,123.04) 0.00
Material-Orgin Group RTNRVR $ 2,647,599.38 0.00
Order Type DEC 2012 ISSRVR $ (5,740,190.36) 0.00
Order RTNRVR $1,779,082.38 0.00
Order-External Numbsg Result $ (76,899,722.39) 0.00

Order-Processing Grol
Order-Responsible C(
Plant

Profit Center
Purchase Order No.
Reference

Reference Key 1 ISSRVR, RTNRVR
Reference Key 2
Reference Key 3
Spec. G/L indicator
Time: Cal. Year/Quart
Time: Fiscal year/peri
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting period
Trading partner
Vendor
WBS-Project-L1
WBS-L2

WABS Element-L4
WBS-Project type
WBS-Requesting CC
WBS-Responsible CQ

2012 Net Issues 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No, 1.xs



Florida Power & Light Company
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Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Summary Transactions: GL Detail (A)

JAN 2013..DEC 2013
Filter Table
> v e - v ? v
Account Time: Fiscal year/period | Reference Key 1 JD::Z%;?E'DAE?“N 5:‘:"290?3'5;;%

Account 2013 2013

Account-Alt 2301000] INVENTORY:M&S | JAN 2013 |SSRVR $ (6,082,650.71) 0.00
Accountfitem (Nav.) RTNRVR $ 2,046,219.28 0.00
Account-Alt-FERC Ma FEB 2013 ISSRVR $ (5,327,256.67) 0.00
Assignment RTNRVR $ 1.932,879.00 0.00
Business area MAR 2013 ISSRVR $ (6,155,150.91) 0.00
Company code 1500 FLORID. RTNRVR $1,922,068.27 0.00
Cost Center Category APR 2013 ISSRVR $ (4,096,354.82) 0.00
Cost Center RTNRVR $1,037,701.98 0.00
Customer MAY 2013 ISSRVR $(3,737,075.44) 0.00
Document Date: Clear RTNRVR $ 1,424,400.16 0.00
Document Date: Creal JUN 2013 ISSRVR $ (3,682,486.95) 0.00
Document Date RTNRVR $ 1,346 ,481.86 0.00
Document Header Te: JUL 2013 ISSRVR $(3,815,370.89) 0.00
Document ltem Text RTNRVR $611,316.41 0.00
Document ltem AUG 2013 ISSRVR $ (5,065,112.48) 0.00
Document Number RTNRVR $ 1,105,637.38 0.00
Document Posting Ke: SEP 2013 ISSRVR $ (6,664,449.99) 0.00
Document Type RTNRVR $ 2,245,278.56 0.00
Functional area OCT 2013 ISSRVR $(12,071,177.38) 0.00
Material RTNRVR $4,781,010.91 0.00
Material-Acct Assignni NOV 2013 ISSRVR $ (6,881,303.25) 0.00
Material-Orgin Group RTNRVR $ 1,755,657.81 0.00
Order Type DEC 2013 ISSRVR $(14,333,237.73) 0.00
Order RTNRVR $2,235,914.03 0.00
Order-External Numbsg Result $ (55,467,061.59) 0.00

Order-Processing Gro
Order-Responsible C(
Plant

Profit Center
Purchase Order No.
Reference

Reference Key 1 ISSRVR, RTNRVR
Reference Key 2
Reference Key 3
Spec. G/L indicator
Time: Cal. Year/Quart
Time: Fiscal year/peri
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting period
Trading partner
Vendor
WBS-Project-L1
WBS-L2

WBS Element-L4
WBS-Project type
WBS-Requesting CC
WBS-Responsible CQ

2013 Net Issues 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.ds



Florida Power & Light Company
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Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Summary Transactions: GL Detail (A)

JAN 2014..DEC 2014
Filter Table
\d \d . v
Account Time: Fiscal year/period § Referance Key 1 E:zi';%ndi‘;g:um Exﬂnzgo?jlfgéec

Account 2014 2014

Account-Alt 2301000, INVENTORY:M&S | JAN 2014 ISSRVR $ (3,549,557.92) 0.00
Account/ltem (Nav.) RTNRVR $ 979,064.97 0.00
Account-Alt-FERC Ma FEB 2014 ISSRVR $ (4,662,804.35) 0.00
Assignment RTNRVR $1,191,133.40 0.00
Business area MAR 2014 ISSRVR $(9,105,635.29) 0.00
Company code RTNRVR $ 2,801,367.05 0.00
Cost Center Category APR 2014 ISSRVR $ (4,372,389.93) 0.00
Cost Center RTNRVR $ 3,740,000.29 0.00
Customer MAY 2014 ISSRVR $ (2,939,599.06) 0.00
Document Date: Clea RTNRVR $ 861,945.91 0.00
Document Date: Creal JUN 2014 ISSRVR $ (4,144,021.57) 0.00
Document Date RTNRVR $ 2,264,573.08 0.00
Document Header Te JUL 2014 ISSRVR $ (3.428,960.37) 0.00
Document ltem Text RTNRVR $ 567,424 .94 0.00
Document item AUG 2014 ISSRVR $ (2,487,737.09) 0.00
Document Number RTNRVR $ 1,528,677.25 0.00
Document Posting Ke: SEP 2014 ISSRVR $ (6,186,492.98) 0.00
Document Type RTNRVR $1,004,545.95 0.00
Functional area OCT 2014 ISSRVR $ (7,270,725.86) 0.00
Material RTNRVR $ 1,639,288.92 0.00
Material-Acct Assignim] NOV 2014 ISSRVR $ (3,282,108.25) 0.00
Material-Orgin Group RTNRVR $ 904,780.97 0.00
Order Type DEC 2014 ISSRVR $ (7,587,261.14) 0.00
Order RTNRVR $1,974,159.13 0.00
Order-External Numbe Result $ (38,660,331.95) 0.00

Order-Processing Gro
Order-Responsible C¢
Plant

Profit Center
Purchase Order No.
Reference
Reference Key 1
Reference Key 2
Reference Key 3
Spec. G/L indicator
Time: Cal. Year/Quart]
Time: Fiscal year/peri
Time: Fiscal year
Time: Posting period
Trading partner
Vendor
WBS-Project-L1
WBS-L2

WBS Element-L4
WBS-Project type
WBS-Requesting CC

RVR

WBS-Responsible CG

2014 Net Issues 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xs




Attachment No. 1

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-EX

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

|Filter o Table
v v ] v
Amount
Acoount Order AL 201
DEC 2011
Account MATERIALS & SUPPLY|
Account-Alt 5400100 MATERIALS & SUPPLES: Ganeral el of DBT/FOF Equip $ (37.:852) Iventory Wrie OF  § 628,181
Business area Force on Force Upgrades-Engr-PTN $1,491,148
Company Code 6030000004 Forca on Force Exercises. $19.572
Cost Center 6030000005 Weapons & Gun Supphee. $ 81,902
Cost Center Category 8030000007 Radios $1.338 °
CO-Reference Transa Seourlty Unforms $3968
Document Type Gas Masks $25811
Document-CO item Ty 603000001 ‘omp Owned Vahicle $605
Document-PO Numbe! 803000001; CAT (Composite Adversary Tesm $4202
Document-PO Item 8030000014 Securlty nstructor Trng & Qualification $2571
Document-Ref Numbs Fire Arms Tmg Simulator $1.088
Inputs/Outputs 6030000017 IT Hardware for Tmg $ 1567
Key Figures $48
Material 6030000023 Part 73 Cyber Security Impacts ENGR $7.148
Material-Acct Assignm Forca on Force Upgrades-Engr-PSL. $6,730
Material-Origin Group 6030000029 Force on Force Exercisee. 72829
Order Type 6030000030 Weapors & Gun Supplies 56,3656
Order Security Radios 18,168
Order-Processing Gro| Securty Uniorme. 32.750
Partner Company Cod Gas Masks $5.202
Partner Cost Center CAT (Composite Adve Team $4.643
Partner Object Type Security Instructor Trng & Quakfication $ 66
Partner Object 8030000040 Fire Arms Trmyg Simulator $ 2,584
Partner Order 6030000046 Contracted Services $11.970
Plant ST Payrol s
PWBS-Business area; Travel and Training - Mech Maint -PSL-C $45
PWBS-Conrtrolling are| Travel and Trakning - Elec Maln -PSL-C $121
PWBS-Functional are: Travel and Traning - Mainl Progroms -PS $ 401
PWBS-Profit Center Travel and Yraining - Work Control -PSL- $523
PWBS-Project Type 8030000074 Yravel and Troining - Training -PSI.-C $35
PWBS-Project 8030000077 Travel and Training - PID PSL-C $81
PWBS-Reporting WB! Travel and Training - Eng -PSL-C $2,666
PWBS-Requesting C( 8030000079 Travel and Training - EP -PSL-C $ 161
PWBS-Responsible G 8030000080 eavel and Training - PSL-C $454
PWBS-WBS Element 6030000082 e yrol - Mech Maint -PSL-C $ 400
REQCC-Cost Center 8030000101 Payrol - Mech Mairt -PSL-C $ (3.118);
Resp. costentr 6030000102 Payroll - I4C Maint -PSL-C $41
Source Payrok - Maint Programs -PSL-C $H
6030000107 Payrod - RP -PSL-C 3279
ST Payro- Ops PSL-C s22
8030000120 Oporator Uniforms PSL-C N $50
Time: Posting date Substation Transformer Maint -PSL-C $1.307
Time: Posting pesiod 8030000124 Common Room Waler -PSL-C $48.3583
Unit of measure 6030000125 Colies Supplies -PSL-C $46.198
Vendor 8030000130 Fire Proteclion -PSL-C $514
WBS-Project-L1 8030000131 Vendor Services - Eng PSL-C $49
WBS-L.2 6030000132 Vendor Services -PSL-C $(9,189)
WBS-Reporting WBS: 8030000134 Vendor Services - Chemistry PSL-C $8.290
WBS Element 8030000135 Haz ardous Malerial -PSL-C $1.485
'WBS-WBS Activity 8030000137 PSL MTE Repairs -PSL-C $828%2
WBS-FERC Indicator 8030000138 Radwiaste Disposal -PSL-C $33420
WBS-FERC Not Rele 8030000140 Medical Facility -PSL-C $181
WBS-Functional Area BO30000 141 Land Wiiization -PSL-C $16236
'WBS-IMProgram Pos 5030000157 Plant Labeting -PSL-C $ 10411
'WBS-Level in Project 030000158 Gas and Diesel Exponses -PSL-C $ 286,564
'WBS-Project Type 30000159 Meateriats and Supplies - Maint Mpr -PSL- $ 19,027
'WBS-Job Code Meaterials and Supples - Maint Programs $2,757
'WBS-Job Type 3030000166 Materials and Supplies - RP -PSL-C $2,170
WBS-Management Ar > 5030000167 Materials and Suppliss - Chem PSL-C $2.416
'WBS-Reason for inve! 6030000163 Matesials and Supplies - Ops P5L-C $27521
WBS-Requesting CC 8030000163 Materials and Supplies - Work Conlrol -P $323
WBS-Senvices 6030000171 Materials and Supplies - Training PSL-C $22,991
WBS-Storm Secure 6030000173 Materialg and Supplies - Licensing -PSL- 4,635
6030000174 ‘Neterials and Supplies - PID PSL-C 6819
Metorials and Supplies - €ng -PSL-C 5874
Materiats and Supplies - Management -PSL 6903
Plant Saety Materiols -PSL-C 5180
8030006178 Office Exponsos - Maint Myr PSL-C $880
Office Expenses - Mant Programs PSL-C $4.540
©030000188 Office Expenses - Ops -PSL-C st
Office Expersss - Work Control -PSL-C $5072
Office Exponses - Business -PSL-C $5243
6020000191 Office Expenses - Trainng -PSL-C s78
6030000163 Office Expenses - Licensing -PSL-C 875
6030000164 Office Expenses - PID SL-C $2
6030000195 Office Exponses - Eng PSL-C $85
030000196 Office Experes - EP -PSL-C $ 302
6030000197 Office Expenses - Management -PSL-C $1.348
Plant Operations Support -PSL-C $@5%)
g and Repairs -PSL-C 356,900
6030000203 Gasges - Ops -PSL-C $26.253
8030000204 Oemineralzer Resins -PSL-C 316132
6030000205 Chemicals - Chem PSL-C $3480
6030000207 Simulalor Servioes PSLC s 657
8030000210 Diosel Fuel for Emergency Diesel Gen S $3224
8030000211 Lab Equipment and Supphes PSL-C 313673
isiuments and Suppkes -PSL-C $30.929
30000214 P Supplies -PSL-C $3.70
ologi ination -PSLL $2.36
T Gas Cyinder Demurrage -PSL-C $ 431
603000021 538 Commeon Room Paper -PSL-C $375%
©03000021 Chemicala Lab PSL-C $2398
Radioacive Sowoss PSL-C $1,001
6030000221 Darmani Meferial Writeofl -PSL-C $361.63
CTCS -PSL-C $ 2259%
030000223 ERF Supphos -PSL-C. 5741
ini als -PSL-C $1t
6030000725 Reepiratory Support -PSL-C $%
6030000233 ‘A Conditioni PSLL $86.738
6030000234, Jdaniorial Services -PSL-C 585258
ing Mai PSL-C sage7
6030000240 ‘Non Qutage Normal Operalions - Mech Main $2247
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6030000241 | Non Oulage Nommal Operations - IAG Maint s (10483]
€030000242 | Non Gutage Normal Oparations - Elec Main $7.085 Page 18 of 52
§030000243__|_on Gutage Normal Operations - Project M s 73721
6030000244 | _Non Oulage Nommal Operations - Maint Sup s3521
6030000247 | Moloy Repairs PSLC 350544
6030000248 Equipment Repairs PEL-C $49,128|
6030000240 | _Repair Inventoried Equipment -PSL-C 3278854
Non Oulage Vendor Support -PSL-C 524,748
Backiog Reduction -PSL-C $ 225,028
6030000261__|_Personnel Expentes 3101
6030000364 | Materiaks 2,066
8030000273 Plant Suppon Trailers. s 424
U3 Matoriahs & Suppies. 3343
8030000294 | U4 Malorials & Supphes. s 1327
U1 Matoriale & Suppiies 3665
U3 SIEMENS Contracted Serv $ 12,225
U4 SIEMENS Contracted Serv $ 48,398
U4 Materials & Supplies $ 127923
6030000348 | U2 SIEMENS Contracted Serv
Uz Miatorials & Suppies
5030000358 | Offce Expenses
6030000358 | _Plant Support Tratlers
5030000374 Personnel Expenses
5030000378 | Materiala
Materials
Training lification Tool Fleet Initia
6030000401 EP Siren 3
5030000405__|_EP Joint Public Information
6030000412 | Personnel Expentes.
5030000414 | Matoriaks
6030000422 | Acoess FFD ACK Project
8030000423 Regulated Security Solutions, Inc
6030000424 Security Undorma.
030000426 Weapons and Gun Supplies
8030000428 Materials and Supphies
6030000429 Office Expenses.
030000430 Keys and Cores.
6030000433 | Personna) Expenses
Activity
6030000439 Security Uniformms
5030000440 | _Security Radios
6030000441 Weapans and Gun Supplies
8030000442 $scurity Vebicles
5030000443 Maleviats and Supples
Offis Expensas
8030000450 | Training and s 239
5030000455 | _Personnel Expenses s 661
5030000463 | Wiateri 31609
8030000479 Straight Time Payroll $22
Personnel Expenses $39
Materiak & Supphes $ 1480
Inhowsa Pay Coolarts & Water $56.575
6030000498 | _Inhourse Payroli(520) Slearm Expenses $265025
Inhouse Payroti(524) MisceRaneous Nucle $2,170
Inhouse Pay i Supervi $117.691
inhouse v of Roac 32
Temps(529) of Struclures $0
6030000632 i of Reactor Pla 366291
Waint Other i $ )
6030000539 Protection & Control(§31) Mainlenance of $8.831
8030000541 Materiale(519) Coolants & Water $22928
8030000542 Materials{520) Steam Expanses $53.941
Matoriaie(524) M Nuclear Pow § 256,973
Materials(528) Supervision & $ 28,925
Maloriale(528) Swuotures 373,82
Malerials(530) of Reactor PI $2,104.251
Material531) Mai of Elecirical $ 1,662,509
030000548 | Malerials(532) Mainienance of Miscellane §540471
'RP Tochs/(520) Stoam Expensen 389524
Eng Mainlenance of Reacto 51851
Station Other Miscolanso 3113
6030000666 Station Other conlradts(§32) Malienance
603000067 U1 o Recuring(631) Eie
Inhouse Payroli(520) Stear Expenses
6030000677 inhouse Payrol528) Mainlenance Supervi
6030000613__| Maini Other Contracts(s o
8030000815 Mainl Other Contracts(53:
i Stoam Exponces
8030000620 e Nuclesr Pow s 5927
8030000622 Stuetures $40
Watoriai(530) Max of Reactor PI 369.939)
Materais(531) of Electrical $ (73,327)
Materiale(832) Mainienance of Misceliane $ 11,788
6050000628 __ | Rentai(52 Superviion & En s 430
6030000632 | Eng Conlracts(532) Mai Wiscal 54894
6030000647 | U2 Non Recurring(530) Ma Rea 3 13,718
Straight Tire Payroll 3 248,
Materials 8 Supplies $73
Straight Time Payroll $ 504
8030000808 Malerials & Supplies $ 15384
6030000708 Maleriaks & Supplies X0
Office Expenses $2507
Personnel Expentes 720
Office Exponses 778
5030000757 __|_OT Payrok - Maint Support $748
6030000779 Oparator Uniforms: $17,122
6030000781 Ptant Coffea Supply $18.288
8000000782 Station Ops Payroll $ (131
6030000784 | _Personnel Exp - Non Travel - Ops 3218
6030000794 | Travel & Training - Mainienance $(.732
Travel & Training - Per (mprove $18
Travel & Training - Salety (3
60300008058 Per Exp - Non Travel - Firs Protection $ 220
Per Exp - Non Travel - Rad Protection 3 100
Per Exp - Non Travel - Licensing $34
5030000808 |_Per Exp - Non Travel - Management 32
5030000814 Per Exp - Non Travel - Safety 325
BO30000817 Plant Copy Costs $ 137,384
5630000820 i Chemisiry $950
Fire Academy 31944
Fire Prolection $812
Hazardous Waste Disposal $4.627
Liquit Rad Waste Processing $ 19,862
Vendor Sarvices - Chemisiry 3896
Tedium Ground Waler Analysis $778

2011 wiite off 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Aftachment No. 1.ds



Vandor Services - Maint Sprt $9,109
Janitorial Services $ 61,994
Cafetor 915
Bullding Maintenance $6416
i Consumables. $28515
Materials and Supplies - Land Uthizatio $189.296)
6030000910 Maleriais and Supphes-Chemislry 51230
6030000811 Lab Equipment/Supphies $45.114
6030000912 Gasses $ 1689
8030000913 Dionix IC Parts/Supplies $56.530
Waterials and Supplies - Rad Prot $ 105,17
603000091 Gasses lor POM-2 § 1237
Respiratory Protections $ 146
Malerizls and Suppiies - Operations $28,208
Material and Supplies - Fire Protection $3.11
‘Materials and Suppli i $12.238
Saiety Depariment $5317
"Office Expeneas - Bus Sys $ 1042
Office Expenses - Chemistry 3788
Office Expenses - Rad Prol $1.736
Offics Expansas - Operations $68
Operator Work Areas $5674
6030000631 Mfice Expenses - Fire Protection $201
Offica Expenses - Safely $58
Office Expanses - Mais $ 2.423)
6030000935 Offica Expenses - Enginesting 3252
Office Expenses - Licensing $328
Oifics Expenses - Plant Change Ctrl 51812
6030000940 Office Expenses - Trairing $3010
8630000941 Offioe Exponsas - Work Conirols 763
ools/Tool Room $ 239,331
Gperations Support $7.783
M&S Sales Tax Audi $ (27,405
Plant Gasses $3776
Resin $ (o8
6030000955 ‘Shlator Support $18,134
6030000958 i $13
‘Non Capilal Instruments $ 76,749
Engineering Softwars Licenses $6.955
PC Supplies 43
8030000970 Ameriap Balls $55.304
6030000971 EP Faciky Maintenance 310
Boric Ackl $ 13,850
6030000874 Plant Labeling $3.687
6030000976 Gaa/Diesel Expenses $ 195961
6030000877 Lab Chemicals $ 28424
Bulk Chermicals 338,685
Cross Cheok Samples $ 14117
Traming Materials $2508
Equipmen! Calibrations-Rad Prot $63.001
Equipment Calibrations{& $ (11,547)
Securky Equipment Repairs $17.900
Repair (nventory Equipment- Mech 3 (1,655)
6030001010 PWO Malerials - Structures $19
6030001011 PWO Maleriaks - Rx PH Equip $ (1,777,335)
PWO Materials - Elec PU $ 10420
- Gen'l PR Equip 28
Moah - Rx P1 Equip 827
6030001019 PO Materiats 1&C - Gorl Maint $ (67,161
6030001023 WO Materials I£C - Gen'l Pt Equip $ (12990
€030001024 FANO Mirls Elec - Gan't Maint $ (23,316%
Major Equip OH - Gen' Maint $1.97
Major Equip OF! - Structures. $ 52.81.
6030001034 U3 EDG CMM's 530446
Winor Mods - Ger'l Ptt Equip $ 58
6030001073 U3 Materiats - Red Profeciion $11548
8030001091 U3 Materiak - Inprocessing $11950
6030001123 103 Rental Genl Equip S (1.065)
6030001156 U3 Coatings - Gon'l Maint $900
6030001177 U4 FPL Variable - NVM $ (164
6030001188 U Malerials - Cheristry s 219)
8030001190 U4 PC Supplies. $ 233,250
6030001191 U4 Matorias - Operations 3321
Diesel Fuel for EDG's-Clearing $(28.84
PU PSL COMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE O8M $4.260
6030001315 AU PTN COMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE O3M $0
8030001338 OFFICE SET UP FOR ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL $7.584
6030001364 TPE UC EXTERNAL CORROSION REPAIRS $3.774
TPE UC NEB EXTERNAL $218
TRE COMMON TURBINE STORM DRAINS $196.617]
INPQ Employee Loan Program $80
Nuclear Leadarship Acadermy $ 25,087
PSLC Ocean Iniake Pipe Clng-10ECRC $ 45,231
PTNC Workloros Training Grant Expenses 258
8030001431 Cap Mods - Rx P Equip s (42.287)
6030001432 Cap Mods - Elec PI $ (78613
Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Maint -PSL- 57813
6030001620 Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maint -PSL- $173
6030001622 ‘Non Outags Normal Ops - Maint Support P $4827
Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maint -PSL- $ (59)
‘Motor Repairs -PSL2 3563
8030001827 Repair Invontorled Equipment SL-2 $ (32077
PSL NFPA 805 PRA DEVELOPMENT-SUPRT 34,484
FLEET PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES $2.200
6030001859 PSL PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 9618
FTN PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 4808
6030001862 NUC PROJ ENG BASE EXPENSES 2,849,
6030001862 U3 FO - Mt Sprl - Ger'| PH Equip 1.081
WO Mists - Maint - Misc Nuc Pwr Equip 1,568
6030001958 INPO Visit Preparation-PSLC $925
€030001959 Inventory Writeofi-PSLC $34363
8030001960 Various Plant Credis-PSLC $14.265
6020001061 Various Plant Credile-PSL1 $ (66,252
6030001962 Various Plan! Credite-PSL2 $ (2,360)
‘Storm Mat] Comeations-PSLC § 133,686
PSLC -Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Maint $ 17652
PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - AC Maint 510911
197 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maint $3
PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $ 40212
PSLC -Non Outaga Nomal Ops - Mech Maint $111.021
197 PSLC Non Outage Normal Ops - IAC Maint $50,157
PSLC Non Outag Ops - Elec Maint 52819
6030001980 PSLC -Non Outage Nosmal Ops - Malnt Supp $6.204
6030001963 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Maint 3633
6030001984 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - IAC Maint $9.837

2011 write off 150265 - Staffs 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xis

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Attachment No. 1

Page 19 of 52




8030001985 PSLC -Non Gulage Normal Ops - Elec Maint $ 48717
6030001987 PSLC Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp 20623
6030001890 PSLC Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Maint 63.929)
6030001991 PSLE Non Outage Normal Ops - 1&C Maint 63,749
PSLC Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maint 14,7001
6030001994 PSLC Non Outage Nommal Ops - Mainl Supp $6.706
6030001987 PSLC ~Non Outape Nomal Ops - Mech Maint $30015
6030001999 PSLC Non Outage Noml Ops - Elec Maint 37695
8030002004 PSL1 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Main $745%
6030002006 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - [4C Maint $ 208
PSL1 - Non Ouiage Normal Ops - Elec Main $102.214]
PSL1 - Non Ouiage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ 16424
8030002011 PSLY - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $652,198|
8030002012 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - 1&C Maini $ 116.662|
8030002013 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ (50.560)
8030002014 PSLI - Non Outage Normal Ops - Proj Mana 3 (50)
6030002015 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maini Sup $ 44.983)
PSLI - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main § 133,086
6030002018 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - 16C Maint $ 114,071
6030002020 PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ope - Elec Main $121,233]
6030002022 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup 30,317
PSL1 - Non Ouiage Normal Ops - Mech Main 36,090
603000202 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - I4C Maint 7,662
PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main 24415
PSL1 - Non Outage Normat Ops - Mainl Sup 42,851
8030002032 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $1,056
6030002034 PSL1 - Non Qutage Nommat Ops - Eles Main $423
PSLY - Non Outage Normal Ops - Main! Sup $287
6030002039 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main 11,508
6030002040 PSL2 - Non Outage Nomal Ops - 14C Maint 17.693
6030002041 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main 13,171
6030002043 P5L2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup 40488
6030002046 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 322,035/
PSL2 - Non Outag: Ops - 16C Maint $ 214,39|
8030002048 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $61.883
PSL2 - Non Outage Normat Ops - Mainl Sup $23,924
PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 265,646|
PSL2 - Non Outage Ops - 14C Maint 1.510]
6030002055 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maln 87,357
PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup 250
6030002060 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main 165
PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - 16C Maint 682
PSL2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Elec Maln 1,003
6030002064 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ 12,154
P3L2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $1.649
PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ 480
8030002071 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $1,605
1J3 Maleniats - Maint - Structures $ 308
6030002081 U3 Maleriats - Maint - Rx PN Equip $ (10,673
6030002082 U3 Materiats - Maint - Eloc Pit $ (30391
U3 Materials - Maiat - Gen' Pk Equip $234
6030002084 U3 Materials - Main! - General $1.021
U4 Materiats - Maint - Rx Pt Equip $4.102
6030002094 Vendor Services - Work Control PSL-C 33722
6030002113 Part 73 Cyber Security Impacts-MATL $20.206
6030002114 Pan 73 Cyber Securlty impacts-MPL § (4.422)
€030002117 Part 73 Cyber Security tmpacis-MATL $ 86,035
6030002119 Pan 73 Gyber Security Impacis-SUPP. $15
6030002126 PSL1 Forved Outage - Generk Account $210
6030002127 PSL1 Foroed Oulage - Spare 10+ 1 $13278,
PSL1 Forced Outage - Spare 10 - 2 $54.269
PS12 Foroed Outage - Spare (O 1 $ 479
6030002139 Foroe on Foros Upgrades-Mati-FSL $752
6030002142 Foros on Foroe Upgrades-Other-PSL $47
6030002144 NA ECP - PTN Expentes $ 454
6030002147 NA Procurement Quality-Employes Related $43
6030002154 PAN-PTN EPU Casts ISFS1 Loading Campaign $0
6030002176 FTNC ISFSI Reimb Operating Expenses $24578
8030002190 PSL1 ISFSI NonReimb Load Campaign Exp $ 18,654
6030002197 PSL2 ISFSt NonReimb Load Campaign Exp $5077
$030002198. PTNC I5FS1 Reimb Loading Campaign Exp $ 149,45
FTNC ISF5) NonReimb Load Campaign Exp $ 1038
8030002203 PTNC ISFSI Relmb Security Exponses $ 3624
6030002738 U1 QA7 QC Loaned $ 2848
‘Buried Piping Inspeclion Program 333
6030002339 Uniforms § 60262
6030002342 ‘Nuclear O3M Conversion - PTN 4 306
6030002345 Nuclear O&M Conversion - PTN C $608
Nuclear OAM Conversion - PTN € $ @27)
Stom 1 $6.881
5030002389 TEMP CAP #20 $ )
TEMP CAP #22 50
6030002399 Office Expe i $3.736
6030002 Leak Repakrs - Mainienance $7.362
8030002401 Repair Inventory Equipment - Mainlenance 871
6030002402 PWO Mall Supv & Engr $ 3,542,062
6030002403 PWO Materials - Structures. $68,962
6030002404 WO Materials - Rx Pit Equlp s («.74’71
6030002405 PO Materials Mech - Elect Pt $ 161,871
6030002406 PWO Mall Mioc Nuo Pt $ 521,205
6030002407 PWO Materials - Mis Nuc Pwr Exp 380,164}
6030002408 Equipment Caliorations - Maintenance $ 11,833}
6030002409 Securky Equipment Repairs $ (17.909)
8030002410 Vendor Support - Genl Malnt (528) §$13517
6030002412 Vendor Suppor! - Rx Pk Equip (530} 3456
6030002414 Vendor Support - Misc Nucl Pt (532) $ (6.966)
6030002415 Vendor Support - Misc Nucl P Pi (524) 3 181
6030002423 ‘Soaffold Support - Rx P Equip $565
6030002428 Suppl Maint - General Support $ 642
8030002432 U3 Mall Supv & Engr $246,813
6030002434 US Rentals - Maintenance. $2281
6030002438 U3 Contradied Servico 384417
U4 Contracled int - Supv & En $4.482
6030002442 Ud Materiate Maint - Supv & Engr $13,14;
6030002444 U4 Matorials Maint - Structures $ 462
6030002445 U4 Materials Maint - Rx P Equip $ (70,036
6030002446 U4 Materials Main - Elec PH $ (4,48
U4 Materials Maint - Misc Nuo PHl $ 91!
U< Maleriale Meint - Miac Nuc Par Exp $2,197
U3 RCP Seal Forced Outage - Rx Pt Equip $ 45970
Post Japan Intlative - Misc Power Plant $4.422
6030002502 Pers Exp - Non Travel - $386
6030002503 Travai & Training - $2316
2613 TEMP CAP ¥36 $116
6030002514 TEMP CAP #37 $3.308
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TEMP CAP #48 $ (3.422)
U1 Outage Backlog Team $33.581
6030002547 QSPDS DME $98,707
6030002553 U3 Materials Maint - Rx Pk Equipment $ 533,390
8030002554 U3 Materials Maint - Elec Pk $ 116,448
w - Misc Nudl Per Exp $ 42,374
PTN UC DME Allocation $ 133,300
RGP Flex Seal Pipe 526894
8030002725 Nuclear O8M Conversion - PSL1-530 § ©4.750)
6030002734 ‘Nuclear O&M Conversion - PSL2-530 $ 19,540
6030002740 Nuclear O&M Canversion - PSLC-530 $ (1,366)
6030002742 Nuclear O&M Canversion - PSLC-532 $ (144
615000020 SBK Nos Training Suppor $ 1512
6150000262 PDA Fleat Support - Clam $20
150000267 PDA Tralning Assessment $ 2527
150009095 BN - Engineering & Technical Support $24
150008101 BN - Training Assessment $2133
150009282 FBN-Outage Logistic Support (Capital) $508
PO0000000465 | PSL INDEPENDENT SPENT FUEL STORAGE $ (5,083
PO00DO0004BE | replace 2 safety related inverters [X)
PTN USC IGW Prp/Mtr/Chk Viv $84.454
pin ud replace 4p11b tpow motor § 168,691
P000000C07S4_|PTN U3 Aux Transformer Replacement $1.077
PTN3 Extanded Power Uprate PTN3-26 $18,215
P00000000773 | PSL1 Procedure Upgrade Project $1,187914
PO0000000775 | PSL2 Procadure Upgrade Project 31,187,914
POOD00000SES | PTN Common Rept §T4A/B Chillers $701
PO0D00001002 | PSL New Maint Bldg $ (2,624
PO0000001224 | PTN U4 Instrument Alr Upgrade (RTE) $42,504
PO0000001583 | PTN U4 RPI Cable $ (308
PSL1 GSU Upgrades to 635 MVA $7.500
POD00000TT0S | PSL U2 Turbine Valve $ (46,633
1787 | PTN U3 Turbine Vake $86.870
2101 | PTN Refurbish Turbine Vaives ir U3 $3,037,560]
TPE Chikd Care Playground 51,888
PSL Caphal Spare CW Pp Motor § 62,108
P00D00004178 | PTN U4 Replace Turbine Vakes $ 45,935
P00000004187 | _PSL U1 SUBSEQUENT LOADING EQUIPMENT $ (1340917
PODD00004188_ | PSL U2 SUBSEQUENT LOADING EQUIPMENT $(1.240917]
PSL Healer Drain Pumg Molor $20,70:
PSL Unil 1 Fuel Handiling Bulding $5880
P00000007243 | PSL Und 2 Fusl Handiling Budding $ 803
PTN U3 REPL RPS NUS MODULES $7.564
P00000013172 | PTN U4 REPL RPS NUS MODULES $ 72301
POO00001E738 | U2 intake Struclure Repairs $20453
PSL Fuel Transfer Cort $ 4,082
P00000016911 | PSL U1 RAB Red Struciure Repars $153
P00000017588 | PSL Civil Eng Bidg Compressor Repl $ 1,368
P00000017601 | PTN U3 Repl Phass Il NUS Modules $805.21
P00000022108 | PTN U3 Repl 38 ICW Pump & Chk Vi 54000
POO0OG027468 | SL2-19 Replace RPS Power Supplies $ (430
PO0000027460 | §1.2-19 Level Tranemitler Replacemen s (157)
POD0D0041425 | PTN Comenon CRF Repl 70 Ton Chiter $ 2882
POD000041426 | FTN U3 SG Blowsdown Piplng Rep $57278
PODOCOD41610 | PTN EPU ISFSH $ 2,041,463
PO FEWH HANDLER REFL, $10.191
L 2-19 MV-14-15 REPLACEMENT $ (49.300)
P00000045222 | PSL U2 REB Coatings, 268,109
POOD0O046911 | Rewind 2B1 Circ Wir Pp Mator $ 352,580
PO0000047015 | PTN U4A Repl RCP Seal Assembly $8.689
PO000D047204 | Replace PTN Siren “5-9* $ 1,000!
POOOCOG47205 | Replace PTN Siren “5-13° $317
POOD00047296 | Replace PTN Sifen -5-14" $302
POO0D0047374 | Replace PTN Siren -S-19” $237
PO0000047375 | Replace PTN Sien “5-24" 3950
POOO0004T377 | Replace PTN Siren *5-26" $210
00000047378 | Replace PTN Siren “S-28" $1513
P0O000047379 | Replace PTN Siren “5-30" 3777
P00D00047380 | Replace PTN Siren 531 $733
POOC00047366 | Replace PTN Siren “S-41 3540
Replace PTN Siren *5-22" $48
Replace PTN Siren “S-35" $24
438 | Replace PTN Siron *S-28" §387
00000050163 | PTN U4 Repl N-4-31 NIS Deteclar $ (141,657}
101724 | 32530.191.350.PC.EQPT.3YR 620003-5L 525540
101756 | 32570.188. 770 MISC EQPT 620003-PSL $4.846
PO0000101768 | 32570.189.771 LAB. EQPT.620003-PSL. § 42,087
PO0000101780 | 32570.190.772.TOOL EQPT.620003-PSL § 407,622
PDOO00101788 | 32570.190.772.YOOL EQPT 620025-PSL. $4947
P00000101782 | 39160.904.590 PC EQP.620006-NuclTm $13.700
35190.904.590.PC EGPAPERHRL §20067 $10294
39520.383.299. LABS TEST.GP 620067 $ 3,906
39800.380 089 MISC.EQPT.GP.620078 3520
POO000101854 | _32570.188.770 Misc Eqpt 620051 $20.713
PO0000101855 | 32570.188.770 Misc Eqpt 620054 $ 24,083
POOC00101856 | 32570.188.770 Misc Eqpt 620056 $410,268
PO0C00101861 | 32670.188.770 MiacEqpt 820061 $12840
PO0000101665 | 32670.189.771 Lab Equt.Port 620042 582363
PO0000101668_| 32670.189.771 Lab. Equt Porl 620044 §149.448
32570.189.771.L.ab. Eqpt Por 620056 $ 135,034
573 | 32570.190.772. Tool Eqpt Por 620045 $4.610
POO000101875 | 32570.190.772.Tool.Eqpt.Port 620056 § 68,031
32570.188.770 M $7.776
PO0000101881 | 32670.161.773.0 Furn. Eqp.620042 $2.480
32520.191.350.PC. EQPT.3YR 620037 $ 41825
PDOO00101888 | 32530.191.350 PC EQPT 3YR 620042 7241
P00000101893 | 32530.191.350 PC EQPT 3YR 620044 221
PODD00101903 | 32630.191.350.PC EQPT 3YR 620068 1447
PO00D0101807 | 32530.191.380 PC.EGPT.3YR 620065 TP ki)
32570.191.773.0FF FURN.ECP 620037TP $11015]
PO0DD0101915 | 32670.188.770 MISC EQPT 620037TP $20,162
PO0000101916 | 32570.188.770 MISC EQPT 620038TP 38308
PO0000101917 | 32570.186.770 MISC EQPT.620042TP S 82,144
POD000TO1919 | 32570.188. 710 MISC.EQPT.620044TP §62816
PO0000101920 | _32570.188.770 MISC.EQPT 620045TP $1673]
PO0D00103433 | 391,90 904,580 PC Equip & Per 62008 $ 10441
PO0000103444 | DO NOT USE THIS Pen 10 $47.790
P00000102445 | 32570.190.772.Tool Eqpt Port 620578 $ 12524
P00000103446 | 32530.191.350 PC Eqpl 3YR 620578 $2,701
P00000103556 | 32630.191.350.PC EQPT.AYR 620001PSL $5.508
PO00D0103568_| _ 32570,188.770 Misc Eqpt 620080-TFC $95.522
32670.188.770 MISC EQPT 620091-PSL. § 157,695
30600.380.08% MISC.EQPT.GP 620092 $6,794
38190 804.590.PC EQPAPERHRL 620089 $0)
P00000103563 | _ 39800.360.089 MISC EQPT.GP 620089 $ 46,066
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POOC00T03564 | 36420.347.209.TOOLS Shop.GP.620106- $99,266]
POOOO0T03669 | 39420.347.208. TOOL S Shop.GP-620108- $100210]
PODDDD103914_|_PEL 1 Scroon Wash Pump Motor 17618
PO0000103853 PTN U4 Repl 48 EDG Governor 29,537
P00000 104422 PTN Repl 2 NAB 80 Ton Condensers 46,066
POCOC0104614 PTN U4 Addition of Accumulalors $3,755|
POOC00105064 | PTN U3 Phase 4.5 NUS Modules. $ 465,669
PODOOOT05064_ | PTN U3 NUS Modules Pressurizer Sy $ 412,132
PODDDO105205_|_PTN Gommon LR AFW Piping Inspecion 3754
PN U3 Addition of Accumulators. § 173,389
00000105434 | PN U4 Repl 4A COW Motar 33042
POOG00T05603 | PN U3 Spiral Staircase Addition $ 1677
POCCOC05760 PSL, U1/U2 Ultimate Heat Sink Syslem $5.843
PSL U1 RCB - Rplc 1O P357480 $ 40,287 |
POOOOC105764 PSLPSL U1 Intake-Rplc 10 P357491 $20811
POOOO0T05833 | PTN U3 C RCP Seal $ 948,545
PODDDDT05843 | PSL 1 - HOT TOOL ROOM AC $ 12,785
SL 1-24 SILENCER REPLACEMENTS $ 157,924
5L 1-24 (3) Extraction Steam Eo 3 105.354)
PTN NRC Insp IP 71003 Doc Nolehooks $220
06273 | SL 124 EDG RADIATOR REPLACEMENT $86.787
PODODO106276 | S, 1:24 NC-2223 Controlier Repl $8.182
SL1.24 CEA REPLACEMENTS 176973
PTN U3 3A Main Feedwater Motor Swap 172,599
PO0000108823 SL 1-24 SNUBBER REPLACEMENTS 140,670
PSL 1-24 incore Detectors Repl $ 2,708,480
FOOO0G106833 | FSL OFFICE FURNITURE RM 3004 § 4350
POOO00106763 5L 1-24 Swap 182 Circ WAr Pp Motor $(1
FODDDDT06764 | SL. 1.24 TOV-144A $324%
PODODD106BS4 | _Swap 1A1 Citc Wator Pump Motor 3115
8L 1-24 1A Feedwater Pump Molor $5.376
SL 1:24 Condonser Exp Joints 336
FO0000107132 | _EPA PSL 1_24 Vahe Stop $ 32.200]
F00000107183 | PTN UA Repl Falled Przr Rebef VN 321,361
POCOCOT07218 | _SL 124 Station Battery $110679]
POO000107460 PTN U4 Repl Control Viv CV-4-1518A $ 14,008
PO0000107548 PSL 1-24 (3) Code Salety Vakoe $21
51 1-24 Rpl SC-10-4A and SC-10-4B $ 66,641
PO0000107661 SL 1-24 Replace S821185 & 5821188 $ 91,962
PTN Comn Refur 3 Przr Sfty Rel Vive. $(0)
POCO00304921 | _SL 1-24 Repiace Circ W Py Straine $187.547
POODOB354509 | _PSL EPU Fabric Builing D HVAC 314,759
PODDDO356436 | _PSL PIPING REPLACEMENT $ 2497
PSL 1 - 1A Screan Wash Pump $95.563
PSLF5 AC 313834
TPE 13 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-SPPT § 858
TRE U5 ANNUNCIATOR SY8 RPLOMNTMATL $ 484092
TPE U4 ANNUNCIATOR SYS RPLOMNT-MATL $ 498.300!
PBOCO0C00SZ7 | TPE U3 DISCHARGE STRUCTURE-MPL (18,075}
PBO0O000TO01 | TPE Ud DISCHRGE STRUC UPGRADESMATL 653,708
TRE U4 DISCHRGE STRUC UPGRADESMPL (18,075)
Maf| PSL U1 Preserzr HEATERS $2549.725
PBO0000C1104 | U3 INTAKE CATHODIC PROTECT-MATL $117
PBO00000Y108 | TPE L INTAKE CATHODIC PROTECT-MATL $ 196
She Securkty Roc $ 48444
1| Ste Sacurity $ 45.052
P8 TPE U3 MAIN STEAM CAGE PLATPRM-MATL $ 40987
P TPE UNIT 3 RF WATER STRG TNK-MATL $ 19554
PBO000001633 | TPE U3 PRMRY WTR STR TNK CTNGS-MATL 6834
PBO000001635 | TPE U3 MCC 3A REPLACEMENT-MATL 3,555
TPE U3 MCC 38 REPLACEMENT-MATL 3865
PBO00D001643 | TPE U3 MCC 3C REPLACEMENT-MATL 555
PBOD00001646 | TPE U4 MMC 44 REPLACEMENT-MATL 64
TPE U4 MCC 48 REPLACEMENT-MATL 264
TPE U4 MCC 4C REPLACEMENT-MATL. 264
TPE UC MCC D REPLACEMENT-MATL 264
TPE U3 MAIN TRNSFMR DELUGE RPL-MATL 119
PBO00000T706 | TPE U4 REFUELING WATER STORGE-MATL $42819
TPE U4 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-MATL. $ 130,608 |
PBO0D0D02101 3RD PARTY MOD REVIEW (LEFM, HIGH, E $ 132,825
PBOD00002412 | PSL 2A1 RCP ROTAT ASSM REPLNT-MATL $ 136,192
PBO0CO002804 | MSIV 337,569
805 | MISC. MATERIALS $513.221
[ M ISC. MATERIALS $176.602.
PBOOOO003IODA REVS - PLANT SUPPORT - PTN3-26 $7810
1] o § 1,284,667
PBO000003012 | CREVS - PLANT SURPORT - PTN4-27 $ 7741
PBO000003402 [ FWREG VALVES PTN4-27 $ 3,565
PBOO00003403 | FW REG VALVES PTNZ-28 $3.565
FB0000003706 | BECHTEL WITHORAWAL FROM FPL STORES $ 524850
PBO00000400S | HP TURBNINE INSTALL - EPU SUPPORT 3 $4,2687
PBO000004502 | Matk-PTN UC SPENT FUEL CASK CRANE 318,734
PBOO0DD04801 TURBINE GENERATOR 3-26 $3.068
PR ‘Ml PTN UC Cask Crane Non Rekmburs $2218
PB PTN4_27 Spent Fusl Pool Clg LLM $ 250,345
PBO000008401 CONTAINMENT COOLING $ 148.714
PBO0C000E201 | SIEMENS TRAILER COMPLEX 328 $10260
PBO0CG00B202 | SIEMENS TRAILER COMPLEX 427 310260
PBOG0000SB02 | PSL U1 TSI - Material $70.604
PBO000010004 | PTN U3 RWST Int Coating-Impl $1518
PBO000011903 | Matoriai - Special Tools - (SFSH 3533220
PBO0OOOTSE16 | HP FW HEATERS § 449,455
PBODO0OTSEYS | LP TURBINE $ @78,725
PBODO00TSE30 | PriSpl-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILIT $138
HEATER DRAIN PUMPS $66.972
HP FW HEATERS 3 (431.823)
SIMULATOR UPGRADE 376,408
Imp-PTN UC SPENT FUEL CASK CRANE UP $ 186,672
Gl PTN UC SPENT FUEL CASK CRANE U $ 1505
P8I TPE PTN U4 PRIMARY WATER STORAGE TA 815
PBO00DO15677 ProSpi-PSL1B1 RCP ROTATING ASSEM $ 70,445
PBO0D0015678 | Mat-PSL 181 RCP ROTATING ASSEMBLY $ 2,180,558
TPE PTN U4 REFUELING WATER STORAGE $ (10,283)
Matl-PSL RCP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT (2 $398.235
[ PijSpt-PSL RCP MOTOR REPLACEMENT 18 31847
PBO000OTS783 | Miat-PSL U2 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMENT PU $ 1340917
PBO0000T5766 | _Imp-PSL UNET 1 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMENT $28250
PBOCO001S797 | Matl-PSL UNIT 1 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMEN $ 1,341,083
Othr-PTN U3 LINER COATI 38677
Maii-PSL U1 ERDADS PHASE 210 $ 13,004/
B EngrPSL U1 ERDADS PHASE 210 $2,068)
FPLENG - PTN - RELATED EXPENSES 3445
PBO00C0TESTS | LOEMAT $20989
PBOCO00TSR60 | METAMIC INSERTS $238.968)
PBOO00015982 | MOISTURE SEPARATOR REHEATERS $ 319,000|
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PB0000015983 | CONDENSATE PUMPS / MOTORS $ 891,780
PBO000015984 | LEADING EDGE FLOWMETERS $ 4,000
PB0000015988 | FW PUMPSMOTORS $ 500,858
PBO000015987 | ADD FWHEATER LEVEL DIGITAL CONTROL $ 2,100,265
PBO000015991 | TRAILER / EQUIPMENT RENTAL $3.420
PBOO0O015894 | MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES (COFFEE) $ 28,865
PBO000015995 | TURBINE CONTROLS MOD $ 1,575,812,
PBO000015866 | HP TURBINE $ 10,546,717,
PBO000016115 | FPL PM RELATED EXPENSES (NON-BECHTE $4132
PB0000016117 | FPL PM (NON - BECHTEL) $30510
BOP AND LICENSING $318.748)
PB0000016127 | FPL ENGINEERING - MODS (PSL SITE) $3,781
WORK ORDER PLANNER SUPPORT
OFFICE EQUIPMENT / COMPUTERS
PB FACILITIES
PBX MOISTURE SEPERATOR REHEATERS
ROTOR TRAIN LATERAL ANALYSIS
71 | MATERIAL
73 | FACILTES
PBO FPL PM RELATED EXENSE S (NON-BECHTEL $4,132
PEO FPL PM (NON - BECHTEL) $30,510
P8 BOP ENGINEERING AND LICENSING $ 568,883
P8 ROTOR TRAIN LATERAL ANYALSIS $47.301
PB0000016201 | FPL ENGINEERING - MODS (PSL SITE) $3.781
PB0000016210 | FACILITIES 320
PB0000016216 | MATERIALS $5,290]
SECURITY SUPPORT $73%
OFFICE EQUIPMENT / COMPUTERS $2.538
PBO000016224 | FACILITIES $4867
PB0000016226 | HP TURBINE 1034.2%
GENERATOR 2,656.95.
PB0O000016229 | LP TURBINE 3867027,
MOISTURE SEPERATOR REHEATERS 4,011,833
REPLACE # 2 HEATER DRAIN CONTROL VA 30
REGULAR CAPITAL RECOVERY STAFF PSL2 $2.19%
TPE U3 FIRE PROTECTION DETECTION SY $56939
TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE $17.010
PB0000016948 | IMP-PSL COMM LOW LEVEL RAD WASTE PR $ 4,804
PB0000016951 | MATL-PSL COMM LOW LEVEL RAD WASTE P $ 18,750|
ENG-PSL COMM LOW LEVEL RAD WASTE PR $ 184.433
PB00000I7100 | TPE U4 MCC 4E REPLACEMENT $ 16,056
PBO000017233 | PriSpi-PSL RCP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT $522
PBO000017234 | Imp-PSL RCP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT SER $ 234,852
PBO000017235 | Matl-PSL RCP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT SE $3.043
PBO000017866 | PTN RTE U4 PROCEDURE UPGRD PROJ-ENG 351
PBOD00017879 | PTN RTE U3 PROCEDURE UPGRADE PROJEC 148
PBO000017890 | PTN RTE U3 PROCEDURE UPGRD PROJ-ENG 381
PriSpt-PTN UC STORAGE MODULES AND § $(150,213)
PB Mal-PTN UC STORAGE MODULES AND SHI $ 350,237
PB Mall-# TN U3 BORAFLEX REMEDY PLAN $ 359,084
PB! MatkPSL U2 POLAR CRANE UPGRADES $ 67,654
PBO000018241 | Matl-U1 POLAR CRANE UPGRADES §95.391
PB0000018281 | Imp-PTN UC ISFSI ENGINEERING & CONS $ (1,652
Mat-PTN UC ISFSI ENGINEERING & CON 137,502
PBO000018289 | Eng-PTN UC ISFS) 3 CONS 177.6501
Othr-PTN UC ISF$I 8 CON 111,962
PBOO00018322 | MatkPSL DRY CASK STORAGE (ISFSI) 649800
Mat-PSL U2 KLINE BREAKERS-ARC TWO $ 5676
1] "PriSpt-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILIT $18624]
PB0000018423 | Img-PTN U4 CASK RANDLING FACILITY s (388)
Mall-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILITY. $(729)
Eng-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILITY § 81.865|
Othr-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $623
Imp-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $(13)
Math-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY 53802
PBO000D18440 | Eng-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY §79.845
PBO000018445 | Othr-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $440
PB0000018478 | Matl-PSL2 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $2384
PBO000016485 | Alloc-PSL2 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $2657
PB0000018515 | Matt-PTN U4 BORAFLEX REMEDY PLAN $ (608,503)
Mati-REFURBISH RCP (REACTOR PUMP)PU $ 184,181
Img-ST. LUCIE UNIT 1 KLINE BRKRS 511,504
PS0000018602 | Mall-ST. LUCIE UNIT 1 KLINE BRKRS $ 277,822
PSL 1 & 2 PROCEDURE UPGRADE PROJECT $ 13,113
SIMULATOR UPGRADE $74.115
TPE U3 ANNUNCIATOR SYSTEM REPLACEME $1.302
TPE U3 DISCHARGE STRUCTURE-MATL. $ 653,708
PBO000019223 | Eng-PSL RCP Mir Repl 181 36874
St 1-23 RCP SEAL REPLACEMENTS § 14,605!
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-OTHER $ 141.722)
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-MATL $43841
PBO000016205 TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE+MPL 210,
PBi TPE UC FIRE PROTECTION DETECT-MATL. $132,136]
P8 MH-P5L2 MVO7 Contnmt Spr jsol VLV $ (1,329)
PBO000018337 | PSL 2 PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE OPTIMI 660
PB0000018353 | TPE M INTAKE AREA UPGRADE -MATL $1,021,720]
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-ENG $ 49,048
PB0000019365 | Eng-PTN NFPA-805 FIRE PROTECTION Ca 3148
PB0000019366 | Eng-PTN U3 MAIN STEAM LINE MONITOR § 48.555|
PBO000019373 | ImpkPSL RCP Mir Repl 181 3736
PB0000019380 | PriSpl-PSL U1 Presarzr HTERS SL1-24 $1.59:
£BO000019382 | TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE-MATL $1508.211
PBO000019383 | TPE UNIT 3 RF WATER STRG TNK-OTHER $ (33,010
PBO000019396 | TPE U3 PRMRY WTR STR TNK CTNGS-OTHR $ (8,835
PBO000019397 | TPE PTN DEMO HP BLOG-OTHER $14.082
PE0000019402 | MTL-PSL MET TOWER & INSTRUMENTATION §97
PSL1 SFP Rack Mods - Metamic lnsen $1,193]
PB0000020508 | CONTRACT OPTIONS $ 39,513
PB0000g2052; OTHER $220
$ 1,513,417}
SFP COOLING $ 126,695
PBOO00020534 | FW HEATERS (12) $ 347,887
PBO000020535 | TPCCWICWHEAT COOLERS $ 286,935
PBOC00020536 | BECHTEL WITHDRAWAL FROM FPL STORES $ 631,448
PBO000020537 | SITE RESIDENT MANAGER $1.624
PBO000020540 | 3RO PARTY MOD REVIEW (LEFM, HIGH, E $ 132,825
PBO000020541 | TESTING $1.228|
PB0000020545 | METAMIC INSERTS $ (470,600)
SECURITY RELATED EXPENDITURES §248
PB SITE RESIDENT MANAGER $ 1624
U1 SAFETY RELATED INVERTER REPLACEM $3.242
PBO000020710 | LEGACY PSL2_20 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT $1.700
PB0000020724 | LEGACY PTN4_26 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ (218)f
PB0000020765 | 1SO PHASE DUCT BUS $1.227.247
HP TURBINE $6,926,543]
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PEOG00020810 | _ TURBINE GONTROLS MOD 1575817
LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 60,854,
MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES (COFFEE) $1,140
LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 567
LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 15,343
COPIER RENT $ 14,756
NSB, TCS & CSF BLDG UPGRADES $ 4,678
LEGACY PTN4 27 PLANT & OTHER SUFPOR $59
PBOGO00Z0840 | TRAILER / EQUIPMENT RENTAL 3 1,346,
LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 21,9051
START UP & TEST - EXPENSES $1,201
TURBINE CONTROLS MODIFICATION $ 471,290,
'ADD FW HEATER LEVEL DIGITAL CONTROL $ 319,568
PB0O000020891 FW PUMPSMOTORS $107,327|
LEADING EDGE FLOW METERS $ 4,000
7B CONDENSATE FUMPS TMOTORS $ 145,174
FB0000020804 | MOISTURE SEPARATOR REFEATERS § 2,997,758
PBOCG00Z0954 | LEGACY PTN3_ 25 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 13565
GRTIONS $542.290
MU-PSL2 Presszr HEATER Repl $2.853
MiPSLZ ALLOY 600 BUTT WELDS 3655
PBO0G00Z1685 | TPE U4 AUX TRANSFORMR RPLCMNT-OTHER $8.776
PB TPE U3 F & G LOAD CNTR RPLCE-OTHER $ 8,393
PBI TPE U4 MCC 4E REPLACEMENT-MATL $ (12,845)
PBOCO0O21 TRAILER(S) / OFFICE MAINTENANCE $13,228
PB0000021130 [ LEGACY PTN3_25 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $20.376|
FBOGOGOZ1733 | PLANNERS - EXPENSES s 148
PBO000021136 | INCR. AUX FW PUMP CAPACITY 8 GSTVO $ 16,506
PBO000021144 | MILPTN U3 REFL ICW STRAINERS T0 GG 288
PB0000021163 | Othr-PSL UNIT 2 ANALOG DISPLAY SYST $9.736
PBOGO00Z1172 | GAGE Support % (780
PB0000021208 TPE U3 MCC 3D REPLACEMENT-MATL $3.566
PBO00002121 Othr-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $70
PBOVOGOZ1218 | TPE U F & G LOAD CENTER RPLAC-MATL $5.500
LEGAGY PTN3_26 FLT & OTHER SUPFORT $ 1,148,293
SECURITY RELATED EXPENDITURES $ 24287
PB0000021224 | TEMPORARY POWER $ 111
LEGACY PTN3_26 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT 3418
PB0000021226 | LEGACY PTN3_26 PLY 3 OTHER SUPPORT $2.150
PBO000021227 | LEGACY PTNG_26 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT 3554
PBO000021232 | PLANT MAINTENANGE SUPPORT 31,301
PBO000021234 | LEGAGY PTN4 27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR s
PBO000021244 | MIFLCM PSL U1 GSPOS MOD 348050
PBO000021245 | PriSpt-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILIT $ 1,802
PBO000021246 | Othr-PTN COMMON ISFSI DOE NON-REIMB $ 93525
PBO000021249 §  TPE U3 MAIN STEAM CAGE PLATFM-OTHER $ (37977}
$B0000021256 | MAFFSL 2 Fix HOSE Add TO RGP SEAL s1884
PBOC00021411 MU-LOM PSL2 QSPDS MOD $ 307,533
PBO0C0021414 | MI-PSL2 N1 WALKDOWMS-RCP CUBE 5646 37
PBODO00Z1415 | OHhw-PSL UZ N WALKDOWNS RGP CUBES- 284
PBOG00021470 | EngLCM PSL2 GEPDS MCO $ 113547
PBO000021473 | MTL-PSL QSPOS SIMULATOR LG $ 75900
PBO000021526 | LEGACY NSSS /FUEL ENGALIC $ 313,920
PBO000021535 | LEGACY SIMULATOR COSTS $ 47,925
PBOCOD021548 § LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 155
PBOO00021548 ¢ LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 2,286,117
PBO000021577 | QAQC SUPPORT $ {7.380)
PBOO00D21563 | PROJECT MANAGEMENT - OUTAGE 2 § (32200
PBO000021615 | STEAM BYPASS DIGITAL CONTROLS $ 35,826
PHOD000Z1645 | BOP ENGINEERING AND LICENSING $9.4%0
PEO0000Z1654 | LEGACY ENV PERMITTING $369
PBOCODZ1608 | PSL RGP MOTOR REFURB (262) SUPPT 31184
PBO000OZ1702 | PN LAR INTANGIBLE ASSET - SITE GO s22501
PBOODODZ 1721 GACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT. 3 (07399
P x 17 GACY CEDM CS COSTS $ (364,923)
P 17 LEGACY ENV PERMITTING $389.
P 1764 | PBO00O0021764 - PSL 1 ERDADS REPLAGE 3268979,
P 11781 PBOO0OD21781 : PTN U4 intake Area U $ 19,840,
P 171 PBO0O0021788 : PTH U3 inlake Area U $ 53,956
PBO000OZ1760 | TURBINE GENERATOR 427 $3,307.750
PBOO00021765 | SCAFFOLD RENTAL & MATERIAL 31850
FBOG00021798 | PLANT CRAFT SUPPORT 351072
FEO00001803 | TESTING $1220
PBOD00021821 PTNA LAR INTANGIBLE ASSET - SITE CO $ 22,501
PBO000021828 | ImpkPSL 181 RCP ROTATING ASSEM $ 2,550
PBOO00021864 | LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 58,885
PBOGO0OZ168 | LEGAGY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT 515713
PB0000021871 LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 10,755
PB0C00021872 LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 13,179,
PBOO00021874 | NSB.TCS & CSF BLOG UPGRADES $4.728
PB0000021875 | MISC. MATERIALS $ 1577
PB0000021880 | PROCEDURE UPDATES/ TRAINNG $ 3,750
PB0000021881 PLANT MAINTENANCE SUPPORT $1,301
SCAFFOLD RENTAL & MATERIAL §1.850)
LEGAGY PLT GRAFT AND OTHER SUPRORT § 16,988
MISC PLANT SUPPORT (WALLIAMS) $ 11,957
PBOD000Z1203 | START UP & TEST - EXPENSES $1201
PB0000021907 | TURBINE GONTROLS MODIFIGATION $308.165]
PB0GO021808 | GONTAINMENT COOLING $ 148,714
PB0000021925 | RADIOLOGICAL ANALYSES $ 10,732
PBO000C21967 | OTHER & NRG FEES $31
PB0G00022037 | Imp-PL2 SPENT FUEL EGUIP PUR 325,250
PB00D0C72068 | LEGAGY NON_INGREM CAPEX FOR 7968 3462
P LEGACY NON_INCREM CAPEX FOR 7994 $1,110
PBOGC00ZZ082 | Mialk-UT PSL INVERTER REFLAGMNT $2037)
NSSS - 5L2-20 $95.709
PB0000022136 | FEED WATER PUMPS, $240.750)
PBO000022136 | SIMULATOR UPGRADE $ 47,925
FBODO00Z214] | LEGAGY PLT GRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT 33
PB0000022211 | _BOP ENGINEERING AND LICENSING $9.430
50000022280 | PB U3 Discharge Struct 33
PBO000022354 | _Turbine & Generator Materials $36.154
PBO000022358 | MATL-PSL1 RCP FLEX SEAL REPL $1.011.370
Offv-PSL 181 RGP MOTOR SWAP 343,067
Z 368 | MallPSL 181 RGP MOTOR SWAP $68.182
PBO0000Z2428 | PROGEDURE URDATE S/ TRAINING 33750
PBOCOVOZZ430 | MISC PLANT SUPPORT (WALLIAMS) 311957
PB0000022432 | LEGACY PTNA_27 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT $3.416
PBOOC EGACY OTHER & NRC FEES $31
PBY o FW HEATERS (12) $ 30,060
P8 DUCT BUS e |
PBO000022481 MstPSL RCP Mir Repl 181 $4.800 |
PBOODOD22488 | U4 Discharge Struciure Upgrade-OTHR
Resull
$400300 EQUIPMENT PARTS 6030000141 Land Liization -PSL-C
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8030002128 PSL Forced Outage - Spare 10~ 2 $5855
Result 37984
5400331 GENERATOR REPAIR & REPL - FPL. Stores 8020000401 EP Sien $ 11,861
5400400 SITE TOOL & EQUIPMENT EXPENSE 60300001 Hazardous Material -PSLC $2418
EP Faciky Maintenance -PSL-C 3 606

60300001 ‘Materials and Supplies - Chem PSLC $262
Matenials and Supplies - Ops PSLC $558

Toaling Purchases and Repairs -PSL-C $4.664

8030000211 Lab Equipment and Suppies -PSL-C §3.704
6030000212 Dionex e $48832
Building Mai PSL-C $127

6030000401 EF Si $2083
Personnel Expenses [

6030000695 Maleriais & Suppiies $61
Travel & Training - Radiation Protection $15

$ 1837

6030000606 Materials and Supplies - Land Utilzatio $1.058
6030000914 Materials and Supplies - Rad Prot $ 14436
6030000943 ToolsTool Room s 841
Simlator Support 34917

6030001300 EPU PSL COMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE 08M $6057
£030001315 EPU PTN COMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE O8M $0)
8030001428 FTNC Workforca Training Granl Expenses $529
6030001907 PO Mirts - Maint - Misc Nuc Pwr Equip $201
6030001964 ‘Alr Loak Searching-Chern PSL1 $273]
PSL1 Forcad Qutage - Spare 10 - 1 $ 425,

6030002131 PSL2 Forced Outage - Spare 10+ 1 6,169
Force on Foros Upgrades-PriSupt-PTN $4242

6030002154 PAN-PTN EPU Costs ISFS1 Loading Campaign $0
6030002158 PTNC ISFS! Reimb Loading Campaign Exp §52
6030002407 PWO Materials - Misc Nuc Pwr Exp $23,780
6030002408 Equipment Calibrations $ 266
6030002442 U Materials Maint - Supy & Engr s
Pers Exp - Non Travel - Maintenance $106;

P00000012997 | Replace PTN Siren *5-26° $9
Replace PTN Siren “§-32" $135

PO0000101760 | 32570.190.772.TOOL EQPT.620003-PSL $24523
POO000101875 | 32570.190.772.Took Eqpt Pon 620056 $81920
32670.190.772.Tool Eqpt Porl 620578 $61316

32670.190.772 Tool Eqpt Port 620577 § 48,066

P FACILITIES s (12.709)
PEO000019220 | TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-MATL $2285
TPE UC FIRE PRI DETECT-MATL $30

PBO00D0Z0845 | LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $(10)
PBO000Z1168 | PSL2 SFP Rack Mods - Metamic Insert $500
PBO000021236 | PSL1 SFP Raock Mods - Metamic fnsert $500
PBO000021888 | LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT. $ (110
Result $ 336,102
5400600 SAFETY EQUIPMENT ST Payrod - Projeat Managemen! -PSL-C $185
Materials and Supplies - Maint Mg -PSL- $9%0

Materlale and Supplies - Ops PSL-C $ 1464

000178 Plan! Safety Maleriats -PSL-C 36176
6030000240 Non Oulage Normal Operations - Mech Main s72
6030000740 ST Payrok - Maint Support $193
6030000914 Malerials arct Supphos - Rad Prol $152
Maleriais and Suppiios - Operations s 841

‘Safety Depariment $1418

6030001011 PWO Matarials - Rx Pit Equip $ (1.716)
6030002402 PAWO Matl Supy & Engr $2433
6030002404 PAWO Materiaks - Rx Pt Equip $.716
Pers Exp - Non Travel - Ma $90

6150009262 PBN-Outage Logistic Support (Capitah FYaE)
PBOD00020647 | UIC (UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL) $45
PEOO000Z1548 | LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $2303
Result $13.451
Overall Resutt 107,803,738
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. Table o
v i \J i -
Amount
Account Order PN 2012-
DEC 2012
Account MATERIALS & SUPPLI
Account-Alt 5400100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES: General 8030000002 Maint of DBT/FOF Equip $ 79.804 Iwendory write off
Business area 6030000003 Force on Force Upgrades-Engr-PTN $ 118,914
Company Code 5030000004 Force on Force Exercises $ 129,513
Cost Center 8030000008 Weapons & Gun Supplies. $ 208,645
Cost Center Category Bullet Resislant Vests. $21674
CO-Reference Transa 8030000007 Radios $1,190
Document Type 6030000008 Gas Meeks. $6.207
Document-CO ltem T 8030000010 Comp Qwned Vehicle 5903
Document-PO Numbe! 6030000014 Secuniy Instructor Trmg & Quaiication $ (2.571)]
Document-PO item 6030000017 IT Hardwars for Tmyg $5,723
Document-Ref Numbe Coniracior and Professional Services. § 134,861
Inputs/Outputs Part 73 Cyber Securily Impacts-ENGR $ 1965
Key Figures 6030000027 Maint of DBT/FOF Equip $ 79.563
Material 030000028 Foroe on Force Upgrades-Engr-PSL $42,938
Material-Acct Assignm 8030000029 Foroe on Force Exercises $2385
Material-Origin Group 6030000030 Weapons & Gun Supphies. $ 130,662
Order Type Securlly Radios $2365%0
Order Security Unforms $79.990
Order-Processing Gro} 6030000034 Gas Masks $33.188
Partner Company Cod 6030000038 CAT (Composite Adversary Team $7.873
Partner Cost Certter 8030000048 Conlracled Services. $137.172
Partner Object Type 6030000048 Part 73 Cyber Security Impacts-ENGR $ 267
Partner Object 6030000060 Apprentice Program -PSL-C $14.022
Pariner Order 6030000063 Travel and Training - Mech Maint -PSL-C $58
Plant 8030000072 Travel and Trainiryg - Work Control PSL- $275
PWBS-Business area 8030000074 ravel and Training - Training -PSL-C $585
PWBS-Controlling are| ravel and Training - Safely -PSL-C $38
PWBS-Functional are ravel and Training - Eng -PSL-C $447
PWBS-Profit Certter 6030000079 ravet and Training - EP PSL-C $142
PWBS-Project Type 6030000080 ravet and Training - Management -PSL-C $1.798
PWBS-Project Overtime Payrol - ISC Maint PSL-C $86
PWBS-Reporting WB! 8030000102 T Payrol - IC Maint -PSL-C $7.110
PWBS-Requesting C¢ 8030000120 perator Uniforms -PSL-C $ 66,823
PWBS-Responsible 8030000122 ubstation Transformer Maint -PSL-C $50
PWBS-WBS Element; 8030000124 Common Room Water -PSL-C $ 80,530
REQCC-Cost Center 8030000125 Coffee Supplies -PSL-C $ 86,370
Resp. cost cntr 6030000130 Fire Protection -PSL-C $ 36,004
Source 6030000132 Vendor Services, PSLC $ 141249
Time: Cal. Year/Quartq 8030000135 Hazardous Material -PSL-C $9.374
Time: Fiscal year/periq 6030000137 PSL M TE Repairs PSL-C $204,737
Time: Fiscal Year 6030000139 Radwasle Disposal -PSL-C $ 80285
Time: Posting date 6030000140 Medical Facilty -PSL-C $5.384
Time: Posting period 803000014 Land Wikzstion PSL-C $21.435
Unit of measure 6030000145 Emergency Preparedness -PSL-C 548
Vendor 6030000143 Dosimetry Seivices -PSLC S
WBS-Project-L.1 6030000153 EP Facilty -PSL-C $ 980
WBS-L2 8030000155 Video Conference Equipment -PSL-C $ 4,64
'WBS-Reporting WBS: 8030000157 Plan¢ Labeling -PSL-C $9.269
'WBS Element 8030000158 Gas and Dieasl Expanses -PSL-C $415,088
(WBS-WBS Activity Materials and Supplies - Maint Mgr -PSL- $32,155
'WBS-FERC Indicator 6030000165 Materiale and Supplies - Maint Programs § 10421
WBS-FERC Not Rele: Meterials and Supplies - RP -PSL-C $26523
WBS-Functional Area 8030000167 Materiale and Supplies - Chem -PSL-C $3.879
WBS-IMWProgram Pos 6030000188 Materials and Supplies - Ops PSL-C $42.404
W8S-Level in Project 6030000169 Materiats and Supplies - Work Cantrol -P $909
WBS-Project Type 6030000171 Materlats and Supplies - Training -PSL-C $ 15,687
WBS-Job Code 6030000173 Materiais and Supplies - Liceneing -PSL- $ 16.315
WBS-Job Type 8030000174 Materiats and Supplies - PID P5L-C $2,959
WBS-Management Ari 8030000175 Malerials and Supplios - Eng PSL-C $ 21,897
\WBS-Reason for inve: 030000177 Malerials and Supphes - Management -PSL $10.179
WBS-Requesting CC 6030000178 Plant Safely Materials -PSL-C 3 12440
WBS-Services 8030000179 Office Expanses - Maint Mgt #SL-C $286
6030000188 Office Expenses - RP -PSL-C $1371
6030000180 Office Expensas - Business -PSL-C $ 7.467
6030000196 Office Expensos - EP -PSL-C $ 155
6030000197 Office Expenses - Management -PSL-C 3%
6030000200 Plant Operations Suppori -PSLC $ 7
6030000201 Taoing Purchases and Repars -PSL-C § 127,932
6030000202 Gasses - Chom -PSL.C $777)
Gasses - Ops -PSL-C 344,08
6030000204 Demineraizer Resira -PSLC $17370
Chemicals - Chem PSL-C. 52403
8030000207 Simulator Services -PSL-C $ 26942
£030000200 Copier Rental -PSL-C $%67%8
6030000210 Diesal Fuel for Emergency Diesel Gen £§ $6.428
030000211 Lab Equipment and Supplles PSL-C $7837
30000213 Wstruments and Supplies -PSL-C § 146,567
HP Supplies -PSL-C $36925
Radiokogical ion -PSL-C s 18953
030000216 Site Vehicle Fioed -PSLC $ (38,726)
§5B. Room Paper -PSL-C S 48420
6030000219 Chemicals Lab PSL-C $ 42
Radioactive Sources PSLC $ 22768
6030000221 ‘Dormant Material Writeoff -PSL-C $383,185
CTCS -PSLC S 24,40
6030000223 ERF Supplies -PSL-C $1.945
ir ks -PSLC 31004
6030000225 Respiratory Support PSL-C $11811
6030000231 Paumbing Repeirs -PSL-C FER:T]
6030000232 Elevator Maintanance PSL-C $2.101
I oning Mai PSLC $94.437
Jonioria) Services -PSL-C 3122077
6030000237 [ PSLC 315
‘Non Oulage Nomal Ogerations - Maint Mgr $ 960
6030000240 Non Outage Nomal Operations - Mech Main 56914
6030000241 ‘Non Outage Normal Operations - I5C Maint $ (26.607)
6030000242 Non Outage Normal Operations - Elec Main 337018
Nor Operations - Propet M $37.908
6030000244 Non Outage Normal Operations - Melnt Sup $ (698)
8030000248 Erdacs System Service -PSL-C $ 15,700
8330000247 Molor Repairs -PSLC $8.707
8030000248 Equipment Repairs -PSL-C $20.128
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5030000240 | Repar Inventoried Equipment PSL-C $ 328581
6030000250 | Non Outage Verdor Support -PSL-C $(4.292)
6030000251 | Major Equipment Overhauls PSL-C $ (1.308)
Backiop Redudion -PSL-C $ (14,456
6630000281 Personnel Expansos $81
5030000264 | _Materiale 3393
Plant Suppor Trallors $561
6030000284 | _Outside Contracted Services $185
5030000268 | U3 Materials & Suppiies $1.044
Ud Outage OT & Personnel Exp 3248
6030000300 Ut Materiala & Supplies $ 15364
U2 Outside Contracted Services $242
U2 Matorials & Supphes. 37252
Uz Rental Equip 268
U3 SIEMENS Coniracied Serv §69.95¢
6030000376 | Materials 145
6030000383 | Mater 368
Malerials $2
6030000401 P Si 385622
EP Joint Public Information § (80,000}
$61
6030000414 | Materials 314
€030000415__ | Fitnes For Duly 3 26.259)
5030000425 _ | Ragulatod Security Solutions. Inc 31617
6030000424 __ | _Security Uniforms $44.206
8030000425 | Securey Radios $708
6030000426 | Weapons and Gun Supplies 3 40357
§030000427 | _Socufity Vehickos 3903
6030000425__| _Materiale and Supplies 345432
Ohfios Exponses $1.066
6030000430 | Koys and Cotes 32,801
Porsonnel Expentes $1215
6330000438 Mainianance Activay 21,196
6030000439 Securkty Uniorme 44382
6030000440 | _Socurlty Radios 13296
6030000441 Weapons and Gun Supplies 43995
8030000442 | _Securky Vehicies 552
8030000443 __| _Materials and Supplies 313717
6030000444 | _Office Expensos 060
6030000445 | Keys and Cores 750
6030000448 | Personnel Expensss $91
6030000455 | Parsonnel Expenses $0
8030000457 | Materiaks 3814
6030000481 Personnet Exponees, 2,008
WMateriale 747
6030000468 | _Six Sigma Traming 250
8030000407 | _inhouse Payrolks19) Coolants & Waler $ 76564
\nfouse Pay Steam Exponses 814
Inhoute Pay HNucle $2472
Inhowse Payroll(52) Maintanance Supervi 63357
6030000503 | _Inhouss Payi ) of Eloc $13
s $1.648
Supplamental Maintenance o $3.493
6030000528 | Vaes(530) Ma Reacior Plant 347734
6030000530 |_Proleciion & Conlrol(631) Maintsnance of $2.59
‘Matoriale(520) Stoain Expenses $.34.335|
i Miscelianeous Nuclear Paw 37311
Maintenance Suparvision & $67.840]
i of Structures 32,245
Matsrials(§30) Mainionance of Readior PI 31676871
6030000647 | Materiaha(531) Maintenance of Electrical $670953
6030000648 | Materiake(532) Maintenance of Miscellane '$ 988,820
§030000546 | Rontal(528) Maintenance Suporvision & En 37342
6030000550 | RP Tochs(520) Steam Expenses 331,199
Eng Contracis(530) Maintenance of Reaclo $ (101,
Eng Contracts(531) Maintenance of Electr $3578
Eng Contracts(532) Maintenanice of Miscel $3.624
Siation Other Miscetanea $1.723
Station Other Maintenance 3141
Station Other contracis(530) Maintenance 3 651
Capital Indirects(524) MisceBaneous Nuc 3 (1.685.756]
U1 Non Recurting(630) of Rea $5056
71 Ut Non Maklenance of Elo [ES
6030000575 |_Inhouse Payroi620) Steam Expenses $ 8
8030000576 | Inhovse Payrolk524) Miscellaneous Nudle
030000677 | inhouse Payroli(528) Mai Supervi 3.
6030000614 | Whaint Other o
Protection &
Matariale{519) Coolants & Water
©030000679 | Maloriale(520) Steam Expenses
§030000620 | Maleriaks(624) Misoellaneous Nuclear Pow
030000622 | Malerials(528) Maintenarncs of Structures
i of Roactor PI
Watoriale(531) Mai of Etectrical
6030000625 | Matoriale(532) Maintenance of Miscellane :
Rontak(526) Mai Suparvision & En $166
RP Techs/(520) Steam Expenses $524,619)
Eng i of Miscel 3048
603000064 U2 Non Recurring(530) Mai of Rea s (.611.627)
Matorials & Suppies T4t
Materiale & Supplios. $42.504
8030000700 | _Ouiwide Contiacted Servicss $23.103
6030000728 __|_Ofiics Expenses 48
8030000733 | Personnel Expenses $41
6030000735 | _Office Expenses $ 1349/
6030000774 | Approntios Program - Training $18
6030000776 |_ Dayoare Operations $768
6030000776__| _Opetator Uniforms, 36834
5030000781 Plant Gafiee Supply $e3311
8030000784 | Personnal Exp - Non Travel - Ops s 1692
8030000787 | Travel & Training - Business Sysiems. 3565
6030000785 | _Travel & Training - Operations 390
8030000800 | _Travel & Training - Saiety $32
Par Exp - Non Travel - Chemistry $9
Fer Exp - Non Travel - Rad Prolection $ 131
Per Exp - Non Traval - Management 378
6030000811 Por Exp - Non Traval - Pk Chg Ct 588
6030000614 | Por Exp - Non Travel - Safety $8.458
5030000817 | _Plant Copy Costs $180.203)
Telo i 108
6030000820 | Maintenance Agreements - Chemisiry $1315)
Firo Academy $4.966
6030000625 | _Fire Protection $5979
§030000626 | Hazardous Waste Disposal $19.405|
6030000828 | Liquid Rad Waste Processing $4384
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6030000831 | _Trkium Ground Water Analysis 387
Vendor Services - Maint Sprt $(3.058)
Datalogger/PDA Maint & Supplies $1.993)
Vendor Services - Satety 600
Laurdry Servics )
icth Activties 632
6030000844 | Professional Services 445
6030000846 _ | Radwaste 6281
6030000647 | Modical Faciity 6476
6030000845 | Emergency Dritk 1,063
'A/C Maintenance $ 17.208]
Janonal Servioos 350977
Guilding Mainienance $70811
'NRC Review Feos $18
P Consumables 3 274,500
Materials and Suppies - Land Uiiizatic $ 145,445
6030000610 | Materials and Supplins-Chemielry $2.384,
6030000911 | Lab Equipment/Supphas $96.016;
Gassos 3702
Dionix IC Parts/Supphes. $20.308
Walsriats and Supplies - Rad Prot $ 77,405 |
G030000815__ | _Gasoss for POM-2 $0.908
6030000918 | Respwalory Protections $610
Materials and Supplies - Operations $89,100)
6030000920 | Matorials and Supplies - Firs Protection § 33,205
6030000921__|_ Matoriaks and Suppkes - Training $1.168
6030000922 | Maleriate and Supphes - Enginosring $ 11488
Maleriate and Supphes - Safety 334617
Personnsl Protective Equipment $11.937)
Safety Depariment $56.088
Office Expenses - Bus Sy& $3.085
8030000628 | Office Exponses - Rad Prol $1437
6030000820 | Office Expenses - Operations 31418
6030000930 | Operator Work Areas 3 10379
6050000831 _ | Office Expenses - Fire Protecion s 468
Hice Expenses - Safoty $1aa
6030000834 Office Expenses - Emer Prop $19
6030000935 Hice Expanses - $311
6030000936 s Expanses - Livensing $178
803000093 Office Exponses - Per lmpt s 1063
‘Office Expenses - Pant Change CIr s2982
Office Exponses - Training, $3.767
Tools/Tool Room 3 769.53)
Operations Support 348453
MBS Sates Tax Audit $(107.919
6030000954 | Resin 34585
Silator Support 336,067
‘Simwilator Goftware Support $37.205|
i $(3.584)
Gheotale Invantory - PTN 3 116442
Non Gapital § 345,264
Software Liconsos $215
C Supplies 313072
6030000970 | Ameriep Balls $214.776]
6030000971 | _EP Facilty Mainerance s 15483
6030000674 | Piant Labeling s 4800
6030000877 | _Lab Chomicata 43823
6030000878 | _Buk Chemicals 52,600
Cross Ghook Sampies 52,377
Tralning Materials 273402
6030000083 | Equipmont Callbrations-Red Prol $ 123,03
6030001011 | PO Maleriaks - Rx PIl Equip 327392
B030001012__|PWO Matoriale - Elec Pit 4804
= 6030001013___|PWO Materiaks - Gen'l Pk Equip 7,040
6030001029 | Major Equip OH - Gen'l Maim 4318
Wiajor Equip OF) - Structures $ (56,054
6030001031 __| Major Equip OH - Rx P Equip 214
Wiajor Equip OF - Gen'l Pi Equip $ 33,440,
6630001034 | U3 DG CMM's 118
U4 EDG ClM's $200.771
Eroaker Overhauls 374613
Winor Wods - Rx PH Equip § 108.806
6030001041 | Minor Mods - Gen'l PH Equip. [ER
6030001071 | UG FPL Variable - Maint Sprt 3470
U3 Materiaks - Chemisty $ 84,105
6030001073 | U3 Materials - Rad Protection $ 288951
8030001074 | US PC Supphes 61,449
U3 Materials - Operations $ 105253
U3 Materials - Safety 336331
U3 Matériak - Licansing 356
03000108¢__| U3 Materiale - i $1.680
U3 Materials - CS 34780
6630001081 | U3 Matoriats - inprocessing 36,340
6030001127 | U3 Startup Transformer Maint 3216
6630001126 __| U3 Outage Adrmi $2637
§030001132__| U3 Subatation Support $ 1,480
6030001143 | UB Ouside Engnering Support $8275
6030001147 | UBIST Teoh Support $ 137058
6030001154 | U3 BOP ECT s (4,780
8030001188 |_US Coatings - Gen'l Maint $27
6030001157 __| U3 Coafings - Struciuros 64,135
6030001161 | US Capitalindirect Cosi § (361,501
6030001169 | U4 FPL Variable - Safety =]
6030001188__| U Materiale - Chemistry 326114
6030001189 | U4 Matortate - Rad Prot $75.685
6030001190 | U4 PC Supplies $69217
6030001181 U4 Materlals - Operations $1.327
§630001192__| U4 Materials - Fire Protection $282
6000001194 | U< Materiaks - Safely 3 1806
€030001204___| U4 Materlals - Security $ 12,717
Ud Capital indirect Cost § (269,304
§030001300__ | EPU PSL GOMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE OaM 31,158
3030001320 __ | PSL UNIT 2 INTRNL CONDUIT FIRE SEALS RST $630
6030001337 | OFFICE RELATED SUPPLIES $200
OFFICE SET UP FOR ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL $56.378,
1&C VENDOR TRAINNG $ 14,768
TPE CAPITAL WRITE OFF $ 669,653
TPE COMMON TURBINE STORM DRAINS $76.631
Nuclear Division Miscollaneous Fees. $ 262,065
Wicioar Leadership Academy 322871
8030001428 | _FTNC Workiorce Training Grant Expenses $9.7%
030001614__| PSL M TE Repairs -PSL-1 $15.143
6030001550 | _Offce Expensas - Moch Mainl -PSL-A 3164
Non Outags Normal Ops - Mech Maint -PSL- $3.249)
8030001620 | Non Oulage Nommal Ops - Elec Maint -PSL- 3301

2012 write oft 150265 - Staff's 1st DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xis

Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 150265-E1

Staff's First Data Request
Request No. 86

Attachment No. 1

Page 28 of 52




6030001818 Non Outage Normai Ops - Mech Maint -PSL- $2.287)
6030001819 Non Outage Nomal Ops - 1&C Maint -PSL-2 $ (5.535!
6030001820 Non Ouisge Norma) Ope - Eleo Maint -PSL. $ (803)
6030001827 Repair Inventoried Equipment -PSL-2 $603.920
5030001858 FLEET PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 1963
30001656 PSL PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 2974
PTN PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 2893
NUC PROJ ENG BASE EXPENSES $12113
NUC PROJ ENG BASE S&L OFFICE $83
NRC 85002-Lic PSL2 $26
Inventory Weiteol-PSLC 50,532
6030001960 | Various Plant Credite-PSLC ' $1.122
6030001963 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Maint $ 26586
6030001970 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - 14C Maint $ 14,66
8030001: PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ope - Elec Maint $10.73
PSLC -Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $ 16.568
6030001 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Maint $ 35311
8030001 PSLC -Non Quiage Normal Ops - 1&C Mainl $11,27;
PSLC -Non Outage Nommal Ops - Elec Maint 204
P! -Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $318
P! Non Qutage Normal Ops - Mech Maint $ 56,226
6030001984 P! -Non Outage Normat Ops - 18C Maint $24.80Q
6030001985 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maint $8,067
6030001887 PSLC -Non Qutage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $ 13,001
6030001980 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Mach Maint $ 147.438|
6030001991 PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - 15 Maint $ 262,638
PSLC -Non Outage Normal Cps - Elec Maini $58,740
PSLC -Non Qutage Nommal Ops - Mai Supp $4,194'
8030001997 PSLC -Non Outage Nommal Ops - Mech Maint $ 121,058
P! -Non Qutage Normat Ops - &€ Maint $ 1,080
P! -Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Mai $ 28,078
6030002004 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $7.268
3030002005 PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - 14C Malm $2,180
PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ (3.600)
PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup. $24,621
6030002010 PSL1 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Mgr $1.473,
6030002011 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $213.746
8030002012 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - 13C Mainl $349.733
6030002013 PSL1 - Non Outage Nosmal Ops - Elec Mam $ 40,884
£030002014 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Proj Mana $3.862
8030002015 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ (508)
6030002018 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main % 50,058]
6030002018 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - 18C Maint $ 150,014,
6030002020 PSL1 - Non Qulage Normal Ops - Elec Main § 147,452
6030002022 PSL1 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ 49.035
6030002024 P5L1 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - Maint Mgr $ (328)
603000202 PSL1 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 53,294
PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - 1AC Mainl $ 34,041
503000207 P£S5L1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Main $19.525|
PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $6.678
5030002032 FSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main 46,033
6030002034 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $125
PSL1 - Non Cutage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ 300
PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Mak $ 18474
6030002040 PSL2 - Non Outage Normai Ops - 1C Maint $ 82,850/
6030002041 PSLZ - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maln $22.741
5030002042 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Proj Mana $ 742
603000204 PS12 - Non Qutage Normail Ops - Maint Sup $ 28,385
603000204/ PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Mgr $637
6030002041 PSL2 - Non OQutage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 411,208°
6030002047 PS$L2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - IAC Maint $491,163
6030002048 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $178.433
PSL.2 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $42312
6030002053 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 341,404
6030002054 P5L2 - Non Outage Normat Ops - 14C Maint $354.241
6030002055 PSL2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ 107,527
6030002057 PSL2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Maim Sup $ 56,158
6030002060 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 104,328
6030002061 P5L2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - 14C Malnt $61,078!
PSL2 - Non Qulage Normal Ops - Etec Main $ 87,258
6030002084 P5L2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Sup 37,957
PSL2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 1,626
F5L2 - Non Outage Normat Ops - 1C Maknt s 783
PSL2 - Non Outage Nofmal Ops - Elec Maln 335
6030002071 PSL2 - Non Outage Norma) Ops - Main Sup 520
PSLC Workiorce Tralning Grant Expenses. $ 26,878
U3 Materiate - Maint - Rx P Equip $4.288
U3 Materiaks - Maint - Elec Pit $3.228
U3 Materials - Maint - Gen't Pk Equip $ 170
6030002086 Ud Materials - Maini - Rx PR Equip $ 12,447
6030002088 U4 Materials - Maint - Gen'l Pk Equip $ 25,0121
6030002085 Vendor Services - Licensing -PSL-C $ 600
6030002113 Part 73 Cyber Securky Impacts-MATL $ 21,824
8030002114 Pari 73 Cyber Security fmpacts-IMPL $ 208
6030002117 Part 73 Cyber Securlly impacts-MATL. $ 137,879
5030002128 PSL1 Forped Qutage - Genaric Account $279
Force on Foroe Upgrades-Malk-PTN $391,818]
Foroe on Force Upgrades-PrjSupl-PTN 5,199/
Force on Foroe Upgrades-MathPSL 5033
8030002144 NA ECP - PTN Expenses. 1014
5030002148 NA Procurement Quality - Contracled Sve $273
6030002148 NA Performance Assessment-Employee Rel $42
6030002181 PSLC ISFS| Reimb Struct Mice Expenses $ 14,678
6030002198 PTNC 1SFS1 Reimb Loading Campaign Exp 313,958
5030002202 PTNC ISFSI NonReimb Load Campaign Exp $63.818)
PTNC IEFSI Reimb Sacurity Expenses 34623
8030002214 U1 HP OF § (5,801,
6030002220 U1 Securty OT s 41
Ut i or $ 1468
U1 Maint. Programs OT $ 9882
w i oaned 3916
6030002249 U1 Mechanical Temps s 2.698)
8030002250 U114C Temps. $(1 32)’
U1 Mai Support Tomps. $(7,138)
603000227 U2 P OT $ 5881
U2 Maint. Programs OT $ 9,862
6030002306 U2 Machanical Temps $2808
6030002301 U2 15C Temps $1.232
8030002327 ‘Buried Piping Inepection Prograim $3,684
6030002329 PN UB 40 Yr Tendon Surv - Matl $35234
PN UB 40 Yr Tandon Sury - Impl $47.759
Uniforms $ 75,568
Material Write Off $219
pences $1.732
6030002401 Repair nventory Equipment - Mainlenance $ 126,160
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6030002402 | PWO Mall Supv & Engr 3 153.758]
~Structures $ 18927 Page 30 of 52
030002404 | PWO Matarials - Rx Pl Equip $1.288,315
~Eiect Pt $ 489.161
PO Matl Mise Nue P 3 1546283
FANO Matsriak - Miso Nuc Pr Exp $ 368143
6030002408 | Equipment Calibrations - Maintenance $2348
6030002408 | Securky Equipment Repairs $71.268
8030002430 | Suppl Maint - InsuLagging 37,17
6030002431 Supp! Maint - Misc Nuct P (§32) $3390
8030002432 | LSS Mali Supv & Engr $ 666,581
U3 Rentais - Mai $710.498]
6030002436 | U3 Contracted Services - Maintenance s 94.778
6030002442 | U4 Materiate Maint - Supv & Engr $80.045
U4 Materiate Maint - Elec Exp 329484
Ud Maler  Structures $39.324
U4 Maler R PH Equip 32,278,005
U4 Materials Ml - Eloc PR $300.918]
6030002447 | U4 Materiale Maint - Misc Nuc PI 31,003,893
6030002448 U4 Materiats Maint - Misc Nuc Pwr Exp $ 181,530
§030002462__| _PSL Post Japan iniiative 3901
§030002483___| TN U3 Buried Piping Exam $ 1383
‘Pers Exp - Non Travel - Maintanance 31738
Travel & Trainiog - $ (112
p030062508 | U3 Maint - Rx PH Equip $ (538
511 | U3 Rentats RP - Supv & Engr s382
§030002512 | U3 Materials Maint - Stnuctures 822
8030002528 | U1 Outage Backiog Toam $8,135
030002537 | LAR Outage O&M impacls 3118
U2 Forosd Outage Spare 10 350
5030002663 | U3 Materiak Maint - Rx PR Equipment $1.368,855
[T} ~Elec PE $523.448
US Matorials Maini - Misc Nudl Pit $ 1068921
U3 Materials Main - Misc Nuol Pt Exp $77.919)
U3 Coniracted Sevioes Maint - Rx PR EQ § 89,361
U3 Willame Support 31381
UT Mech MSSV Testing 158,961
U1 Mech Janitoriat 560
Ui Eng. Snubbers $1240)
U1 Maintenance Non PWO Maleriais $53.633)
U1 Support Dept Materials $8.363
U2 Mech Janitorial 323,967
U2 Mech Miror Contracts 323790
6030002646 __| U2 Securty Contracior $1611
6030002649 | W2 Non $207450
6030002650 | Uz Support Dept Materials 7557
PSL1 (SFSI Renb 2013 Campaign Exp 7518
PSL1 ISFSI NonRelmb 2013 Campaign Exp 7,150]
§030002700 | _PSL2 ISFSI Reimb 2013 Campaign £xp 30975
TEMP CAP #64 [YXTD
6030002780 | Non-Oulg Coatings Supv & Engr (528) 3119
6030002781 | Non-Oulage Coatings Siructures (626) $21618
Non-Oulage Coatings Rx PY Equip (530) $1:631
5030002791 | PTN U4 Goneralor Cable Re-route-Mat 316392
6030002752 | FTN U4 Genoralor Cable Re-route-impl $ 118,447
6030002753 __| PN U4 Generator Cable Re-route-PS 600
CSF Buking Lighting $7.9%
Uz Suppl. Stall - IGWCOW Insp $2.102
U2 Suppl. Staf - O&M Scaffokling $2.468
030002885 | U2 Supp. Stafl - Equipment Hatch san2
8030002887 | U2z Suppl. Stafl - General Support $564
5030002880 | U2 Suppl. Stafl - ISUFAC 32718
6030007 UZ Suppl. Stall . TPSL 34385
6030002900 U2 Suppl. Stafl - X-Under Piping $25
603000280 UZ Supp. Stafl - MM Overfiow 34541
6030002608 Fosl Japan Intiative $83.779)
5030002913 | _PSL Inverter DME- Matl $1.000
U1 Pressurizer Heater DME- Mall 90674,
6030002621 __| PSL ERDADS DME- Matl $35.447
PTN Boal Ramp $ (4.708)
TEMP CAP #87 $ (9.9
17 | Personnel Exponses 340
30003021 | Personnel Exponses 39
Uit 2 Outage NIS Suppies $ 1936
5030003047 | TEMP CAP #1060 (1,189
6030000048 | TEMP CAP #111 3 (2.027)
6030003050 | TEMP CAP #112 3 2.927)
6030003052 | TEMP CAP #114 3(2.609)
5030003114__| 5L220 Core Barmel Thermal Sleeve $ 433
603000313t PSL Flooding Walkdown & Eval $8.507
615000020: SBK Nos Training Support 33710
615000021 SBK Part 73 Gyber Securty Captal $ 107
6150000223 | SBK - Fioet Suppart - Glam 391
8150000267 | PDA Training Assessment $ 437"
150009701 | PBN - Traing Assossment $8.74;
POD000000574 | PTN U3G ICW PmpMIr/ChicViv $ 1781
pin ud replace 4p11b tpow molor $ (147,800}
PSLHVS 1A Molor Refurbs 383002
BTN U3 Aux Transformer Replecement $2i012
P5L2 Extended Power Uprato PSL2-10 3 §3.598)
BTN EPU FWH Drain 3 (140.881
PSL1 Procedure Upgrade Project (1,205,993
PSL2 Provadure Upgrade Project §(1,206.161
PTN Common Repl S74AB Chilers $18
PSL COMMON ERDADS PHASE 2 /0 § (32,049
FTN U3 NUS Modulo Repl Phase I $20310
PTN U3 Accumulator Loop Ropl - NUS $7.953
POOO00001224 | _PTN U Inatrument Air Upgrade (RTE) 32013
PO0O0000T689 | PSLT GSU Upgrades to 635 MVA § (3.200)
Brocure and Insial Now PSL2 GSU 2A $7.961.668
PSL Refurbish Turoing Vaives fr UZ $280.724
PSL Charging Pp Motor Spare Purch § 148,116
BTN C SF Cask Grans Coaling RTE $ (12,667
PODDODD2042 | PSL - Refurbish LPS! Motar $211,100
00000002187 | EPU Turbine Gantry Crane Mods 32063
TPE Child Care Playground $ (1,885
PTH Purch Spare Crtmal Spray Pmp. $ 211048
PTN U4 Roplace Turtine Vales § 882.736
PSL RED STRUC SYS - UZ CHEM DOORS. $ (48
PSL Houler Drain Pump Motar § 240,698
East Secury Buiding AC 3 8.60€
PSLUnil 1 Fuel Handiing Bulding $14.141
POC000010299 | PTN U3 REPL RPS NUS MODULES 33059
PODOODD10336 | PSL LPS! Pump Motor $256.099)
FOD000010347 | Refurb 1A JCW Pump Molor $ 199,650
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POO000G11588 | Pt t Aux FW Pump Motor CSP §366,809)
0000011587 | PSL 2 Aux FW Pump Molor Gap Spare § 366,800
POOOC0012999 | _Replacs PT Siren “5-34" $ 23,445
POGI0013172_| PN U4 REPL RPS NUS MODULES § (36559
POOOOD014578 | PTN Common Purchase Transgort Barge $66232
U2 Intake Structure Repairs 873
1_|_PSL UT Turbine Vave Replacement $ 1,061,960
1 | PSLUTRAB Red Strudure Repairs $4924
POGOGK017564 | PTN U4 Repl Phass il NUS Modules §1,149.967]
PODOODO17601 | PTN U3 Rept Phass il NUS Madules $43575
0000021867 | PTN U3 Repl 3A HHSI Pump $88.3%
TPE PTN U4 Seal Water Tomp Insir Re $(17,514)
PQ0000041426 | PTN U3 SG Blowdown Piping Repl $2085
POO000041610. PTN EPY ISFSI $9.284
POOO00044249 PSL Rewind Cont Spray Motor $221.800
PTN U4 Replace Screenwash Pump 4914 $ (72,196}
POOC00044608 | F5 WH CONDNSR/AIR HANDLER REPL $(10.19%,
PO0000044701 PSL SL2-19 CCW Pedestal Pump $1.249
P00000045222 PSL U2 RCB Coatings $ 12,648
P000004T383 | PN Replace Siren "S$0 § (23445
POO0O0047388 Replace PSL Siren "S-72" $ 18,633
POODOO04T368 | Replace PSL Sken "S-73" $ 19,540
PODO0DD47391 | Repiace PSL Sken $-80" $15.000
P00000047488 | Replace PTN Siren “5-38" $23%
POO000047653 | PTN Common Ovarhaul Spare ICW Moto $1.327
POGOO0101724 | _32530.191.350.PC.EGPT 3YR 6200035t §5.858
POOO00101744 | 32570.191.773-Off Fum-PSL. $23M4
POODO0T01756 | 32570.188.770 MISC.EQPT.620003-PSL §126,829
PO0OOD101760 | 32570.188.770MISC.EQRT 620016-PSL $306
PODOOD101768 | 32670.189.771.LAB.EQPT.620003-PSL. 311625
PO0000101780 | 32570.190.772. TOOL EQPT.620003-PSL $ 506,779
P00000101792 |  39190.904 590.PC.EQP 820096-NuciTm $ (1.546)
POCE00101801 | _ 36190904 560 PC EQPAPERHRL 620067 $ (603
FOOO0101802 | _39520.963.299. LABA TEST.OP 620067 3155%
PODDOOID1B10 | 39110.000.189.0FF FURN.GP 620080 [
PO000010TR54 | 32570.188.770 Misc Eqpt 620061 385615
37570.188.770 Misc Eqpl 620066 §$325%0
PO000C101881 32570.188.770 Misc. Eqpt 620061 $ 26,333
POOD00101882 32570.188.770 Misc.Eqpt 820065 $54.080
32670.189.771 Lab. Eqpt.Poit 620042 $71713
32670,180.771 Lab.Eqpl.Pon 520044 $2.131
32570.189.771.Lab. Eqpt Pont 620058 $38.135
32570.189.771.Lab.Eqpt.Port 620065 $ 45,062
32570.190.772 Tool Eqpt.Por.620045 $(9.443)
32670190772 Tool Eqpl. Port 620056 §313,620
7| 32570.190.772 Took Eqpt Por 620056 $28.354
39570.191.773.00.F urn.Eap 520042 3 (5.907)
2530.191.350. PC.EQPT.3YR 620037 $ 54,674/
2530.191.350 PC EQPT 3YR 620042 $1306
2530.191.350.PC.EQPT.3YR 520061 $(9697)
2670.191.773.0FF FURN EQP 620037TP $711
1| 32570.191.773 OFF FURN EQP 620038TP 321558,
32670.191.773.00 Furm Eqp 620060 $0.724
32670.166.770 MISC EQPT 620037TP $60.261
'32570.188.770.MISC.EQPT 620038 TP 3105371
32570.188,770. MISC EQPT.620042TF $477,065]
P00000101919 |  32570.188.770.MISC. 620044TP $31423
00000101920 | _32670,168.770 MISCEGPT 8200457 s2
PODO00103445 | 32570,190.772.Tool Eqpl Port 620578 360,035
PO0000103456 | 32530.191.350 PC Eqp 3 YR 620577 33817
2670.188.770Misc Eqpl.620090-TPC. $ (51,667,
FO000G103560_| _32570.185.770 MISC.EQPT.620091-PSL 3 16544
POCO00103563 | 30900.380.089 MISC.EQPT.GF 620089 s @1
POOD0103564 38420.347.209. TOOL S .Shop.GP.820108- $ (5,801
PODDO0103566 | 39420347 208, TOOLS Shop GP-620109- § (100210
POD00D103570 | 32570.190.772 Tool Eqpt Port 620106 $27.801
P0000104814 | PTN U4 Addition of Accumulators $ 37,783
BTN U3 Phase 4.5 NUS Modules § (200,430)
PTN U3 NUS Modules Pressurizer Sys $ 126.342
15 | PTNU3 Repl 37118 TPCW Molor $85,038
18 | PTN Gommon Purchase Spare TPCW Molo $65,004
32670.190.772 Tool, Eqp Podt $ 1050
i $308
#TN U3 Spiral Staircase Addition $71610
PSL UtJ2 Uttimate Heal Sink Syslem $536
POO000108762 PSL U1 RCB - Rpic 10 P367480 $69,783
POODD0105764 PSLPSL U1 Iniake-Rplc 10 P357481 $85.797
PSL U2 168 - Rplo (0 PIST482 $7713
PSL U2 EDG - Rpic |0 P357679 $3.819
PO000C05769 |  Cndnsr Fndition-Rplc P1714 $3.602
PO0C0G105823 PTN Securtty Vehicle - 1SF S} $ 13,581
PTN LR Small Bore Piping insp $6.518:
PTN U3 C RGP Seal Replacement $ (156,876}
PSL 1 - HOT TOOL ROOM AC $2.728
SL 1-24 SILENCER REPLACEMENTS 32,086
S 124 @) Extraction Steam Eds. §129.158
PO0GO0106273 | SL 1-24 EDG RADIATOR REPLACEMENT $92713
POOC00106276 | Sl 1-24 T1C.2323 Controller Rept 3308
FODOD0106263 | SL 1-24 CEA REPLACEMENTS 780,794
PO0000106364 | _PTN U3 3A Main Foedvater Molor Swap $01.001
SL 1-24 SNUBBER REPLACEMENTS $217,162]
P00000106624 | PSL 1-24 Incoje Detectors Repl $84.408
PODO0O106633 | PSL OFFICE FURNITURE RM 3004 $ (4,350
PODDO0106666 |  SL 1-24 Power Swilch Repl $2
SL 1-24 Swap 162 Circ Wir P Motor $3.347
00000108764 | _SL 1-24 TCV-144A § 40,996
Swap 1A1 Circ Water Pumg Motor $59.500
L. 1-24 Swap 18 LPSi Motor $ 29,330
PPOO000106959 L 1-24 - 1A HPS| Pump Molor $1.862
PODOOD106960 | 51124 - Replace 5821215 $199
PODGO0T06984 | _SL. 1-24 1A Feadwater Pump Motor $704077
PD0000107010 PTH U3 RCP Pump & Seal Replacement $ 1,918,880
P00000107013 $L 1-24 Corxdenser Exp Joints 38,155 |
00000107135 | EPU PSL 2,20 Vaive Stop 32,200
PO000D107183 | PTN U4 Repi Faved Przr Relel Viv 66892
PO0D00107218 | SL 1-24 Station Battery Replacement $336,248
FTN Gommon RCP Meoior Overhaul $3.15
P00000107535 | RefurbiRewind 18 Healer Drain Pp Mt $ 156,330
POOOO0107546 PSL 1-24 (3) Code Safety Valves $ 4,458,
5L 1-24 Rpl SC-10-4A and $C-10-48 $ 11,681
POD0001OTESS | 5L 1-24 1A1 & 181 Circ Wir Pump. $378,838
PO000G10T561 5L 1-24 Replace $B21165 & 5821188 $ (91,962
PQOCGO107673 | PSL U1 Turbine Generator Building $4.579!
POOOCC107619 PTN U3 Turbine Gen Lead Box Rp! 3 806,767
POOO00107638 | Refurb/Rewind 1A1 Circ Wir Pp Motor $ 378.200;
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PO0D00107641 | PTN U4 Repl 4C ICW Disch Chk Valve $100.131]
PO0000107683 | SL 124 Swap 181 Circ Wir Pump Molo
PO0C00107674 | PTN Common Purchase Pallel Scanner
PO000G107675 | PTN Comimon Purchase Fasiscan
PO0000107683 | _RefurbiRewind 182 Circ Water Pp Mir
181 Clre Wir Pp Mir
TRSC Dynamic Flow Loop Simulator
5L 124 ICW Pips Replacement
PTNU3 Storage Tak Ingp.
PODO00T08249 | PSL Comm NTC Condenser Rplc
PODD00108343 | PSL Rewind 28 TOWMotor
POD0D0108684 | PTN U3 Swap 381 Circ Water Pump/Mir
FTN U3 Swap 362 Ciro Water Pump/Mic
PTN Comemon Overhaul Circ Water Pump
PTN Ud LR Small Bore Pipe/ASME Insp
Refurb 2C ICW Pumg.
PTN U3 Rep) 2A RHR Molor
PSL1-24 Annubus Platform Addition
PO0000108883 | PTN U3 Repl 36" Valve 3-60-308
FOG00G108908 | PTN U3 Ropl 20" Vaive 3-60-371
P00000108013 | SL 124 Hydrogen Dryer
POO0D0108G24 | PTN U3 K-Line Breaker Replacement § 433,697
BTN U3 C Bus Remote Racking § 144,609
7 |_PSL Com Cont Fan Cir Mir Refurb $276.500
PO000109283 | PTN Swap 4A ICW PumpiMolor $(15.925)
PTN Common Overhaul Spare ICW Motor 532
PO00D0T00483 | SL 126 PSL U1 S/G SNUBBER REPL 3 1.154,409!
U1EDG $ 4927
PSL U2 5/G SNUBBER REPL $ 459,145
PN Repl 48 ICW Chk Valve/Exp Joint $98.774
PTH U4 Replace 4C COW Molor 4,584
PTN Common Overhaul CCW Wotor $455
P00000109944 | PTN Common Rep! £17A Compressor $27.720
PN U3 Swap 3 Prar Sity Relief Vive $23.355
PO0000109973 | TN U3 Swap 3 Main Stm Sty Vaes $ 10,089
FO0000110003 | PTN U3 Swap 3A Heater Orain Molor 31608
POODC0110013 | PTN U3 Repl 3 Incors Detectors $ 132,782
PODO0AT10353 | PSL Relurb VaNves from SL1-24 $ 1,006,739
110403 | PN Purch Portable Diesel Generatrs $19,798
110433 _|_PTN U3 Primary Water Motor Failure $7.504
110564 | PSL 1 Capital Reclass 10 $324.770
PO0000110713 | _SL 2-20 CEA Replacements $2,198,175]
PO000OTI0805 | PTN Purchass Portable BSB Pumps s 447.086]
PODO00110693 | PSL U2 RAB 38,610
PO0DD0111043 | Replace PSL Swen "S-4" 10
PO0D00111053 | Replace PSL Siren “S14° 50
PO0000111054_| _Replace PSL Siren “5-13” 51
FO0000111056 | _Replace PSL Siren *S-15° 29
PODDDOTT1163 | _SL 1-24 ICW Check Valve $9.448
PO0000T11183 | _PSL 1 1A Cond Pump Motor $ 45,585
PO0000111213_|PTN U3 Repl RD-3-20 Detector $ 84,960
POO000T11263 | PSL U2 CCW Bulding 36,081
000111343 | _PTN U3 Repl 3C Charging Pump $ 1,208,691
PO00D0111445 | Replace Condenser and Ductwork $14220
PO000111483 | PBL. U2 intake Structure $32.126
FSL 1. 181 Radiaior Replecement $ 145.987)
PSL 2 Capttal Reclass 10 $2.776.3%)|
PSL Common Capial Reclass $2,022.207}
PSL 1 Conirol Room AC $57.125
'SL 220 Transmilter $111,874
SL 2-20 Expanslon Joint (Boliow) $ 23,018
PO0000112184 | PTN U3 Repl Snubbar §19.795|
POO000112585 | 8L 2.20 Replace Gland Steam Condens $30,103
00112633 | _SL 2-20 Station Battery Replacement $ 558,208
112633 | St Repiacements 99,625
112086 | PTN U3 Repl NI Delector N-3438 $ 48,437
113123 | _32550.187 572 Single Cocupant Vehic $32.998
POOO0TI3165 | PSL UNIT 2 - SWAP 2A LPSIMOTOR 322851
PO0000113183 | Swap 2A Cont, Spray Motar $68.914
113184 | _PSL 2 Swap Hir Orai Pump Moto 35543,
713214 | _SL 2-20 HOV-08-18 Actuator 316538
713215 | Purchase & Instah Buoys $ 16,01
113220 |_PTN U3 Repl Falled Som Wash Molor 391,39
113248 | Remove/Rewind/Reinstall 241 Mir 3 453,80
PO0000113256 | EPU PSL Simulator Mod Phase 3 $82820
FO0000113263 | PN Gommon Rept NTB Chiller § 136,960/
PODDDO113266 | PTN U3-26 Turbne L.0 Blades Repimt $ 6892441
FO00D0113334 | _PSL. 262 CW Pp Remove Reinstall 538,711
PO0D00113343 | 6l 2-20 (3) Valve Replacemante $ 30955
PO0000113363 | _PSL GT Warshouse ir Hand $9.981
PO0000T13368 | _SL 2.20 TCV-13-2 & 2A Replacement $8.500
113415 | PSL 1 - Ciecui Breakers $53,580
00113443 | PTN Repl 38 ICW Check Ve $119.717)
113450 | _SL 220 Swap HVS-1B MOTOR $2111
113676 | PSL Purchase Portable Pumps. § 309.296
PO00C113680_| _SL 220 Indicator Replacements $30.770
POO000113912 | PTN U4 Repl 48 ICW PumpiMotor $ 118.498)
POG000113023 | PTN U4 Swap 4AT Ciro Water PumpMir $232
POOD00T13985 | SL 2-20RTD $28.120
700000114074 _| PN Comemon Repl PumpMolor Skid $ 61,050
PO0000114087 | PTN U4 Thimble Tube Replacement $ 483,448
FO0000114153 | 32570.188.770 MISC EQPT-620080-TPC $ 116,878
PO0000114222_|_PTN purciinsiall XRay Conveyors $54,891
PO0000114253 | PTN Ud Repl 4 Main St Sfty Vive $125
PO00DOT14265 | PTN Common OH 4 Main Sim Sfly Vive $166,123]
P00000114316 | PN Ud Swap 4A HHSI Motor $4.393
00000114323 | PTN Ud C Bus Remote Racking CB $ 10653
POO000114336_| _PTN U4 Repl Obsolote Eagle 21 $ 138.400]
POOD00114377 | PN L4 Repiace 2 Snubbers. $27.041
PODD00114436 | PTN Spare RVLS Prabes $ 507,667
PO0000114443 | PTN Spare Electrical Penetration $ 130,705,
PO0000115116_| TN Commen Puroh 8 Wide Offics Compix $208.325)
PO0000116121 | _PTN Spare 5 Path/10 Path Assemblies. $ 718011
115124_|_PTN Spr Turbine Bearing Assemblies $ 748,153
115182 | PTN U3 Repl 34 ICW Check Vahe $63.065
PN Common O/ 4 Main Stm Sfty Vive § 162,124
PTN Refurbish Turbine Vakes fr U4 $ 116,889
SL 1-24 Raplace Circ Wir Pp Straine $ (5241
PTN U4 Replace 3 Snubbers $50.649
FTN U4 Phase 4.5 NUS Module Repl $ 100,529,
PTN Commen Refurb Spare RHR Molor $ 306,700
PSL CIVIL ENG CONDENSER REPL 3 1.367
PN U4-27 Replaca Turbine Valves $1.875,897)
PO0000356704 | PSL F§ AC Replacement $122
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POODO03ST4BS | PSL - Rewind 2A Charging Pump Motor $79.731
PSL 1 Swap 1A2 Circ Water Pump $ (577,780
Refurb 1A2 Girc Water Pump. $ 577.780)
P TPE UC FIRE PROTECTION DETECT-SPPT $54
PBOOOO0D0S21 | TPE U3 ANMUNCIATOR BYS RPLCMNTMATL $265.110)
PBO000000524 | TPE U4 ANNUNCIATOR SYS RPLCMNT-MATL $ 344,908
PBO000000927 | TPE U3 DISCHARGE STRUCTUREMPL 318,075
TPE U4 DISCHRGE STRUC UPGRADES-MATL. § 176,168
TPE U4 DISCHRGE STRUC UPGRADESIMPL $18111
PBO0C000T034 | Mall PSL U1 Pressrar HEATERS. $9.726
Implem - PSL U1 Pressurizer Heater $10922
PB000000TOAT | Alocation - PSL U1 Pz Heater $89,354
PBOOO0001104 | U3 INTAKE CATHODIC PROTECT-MATL § 15694
PBO0OO001108 | TPE U4 INTAKE CATHODIC PROTECT-MATL 374,169
406 | Site Security § 14384
1] Ske Securly z $14,884
TPE U3 MAIN STEAM CAGE PLATFRM-MATL. 3561
PBO0D0001630 | TPE UNIT 3 RF WATER STRG TNK-MATL $5974
TRE L3 MCC 3A REPLACEMENT-MATL $ 73382
PE0000001639 | TPE U3 MCC 38 REPLACEMENT-MATL $ 73210
PEO000001643 | TPE U3 MCC 3C REPLACEMENT-MATL $ 73210
PBO000001845 | TPE U4 MMC 4A REPLACEMENT-MATL 69.608|
PBO000001649 | TPE U4 MG 48 REPLACEMENT-MATL 69,435
PBO0000OIBS3 | TPE U4 MCC 4C REPLACEMENT-MATL 69.438|
PB000000TES7 | TPE UC MCC D REPLACEMENT-MATL 69,608
PB000000TET0 | TPE U3 MAIN TRNSFMR DELUGE RPL-MATL $103,152
PB0000001706 | TPE U4 REFUELING WATER STORGE-MATL $17.028
PB0GOD001B01 | TPE U4 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRAOE-MATL $54.699
PEOCD0001803 | TPE U4 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-SPPT $202
PB0000002101 | 3RD PARTY MOD REVIEW (LEFM, HIGH, E 37803
MINGR ENGINEERING $ 708
B Imph-PSLRCP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT (2 $1.907.023)
PBO000002412 | Sk 2A1 RCP ROTAT ASSM REPLNT-MATL $ (128.267)
PBO000002413 | PSL 2A1 RCP ROTAT ASSM REPLNT-IMPL $ 12,648
PBODO002415 | MatkPSL_RCP_MOTOR SWAP_2A1 $6.342
PED000002416 | ImpPSi_RCP_MOTOR SWAP_2A1 $ 1.085
MISC. MATERIALS $2,403.415)
RADIATION P -WASTE DISPOS $1,954.993)
PE0000002809 | MISC. MATERIALS $1,070.881
PE0000002810 | RADIATION PROTECTION - WASTE DISPOS $365.396)
PBOCODO03004 | CREVS - PLANT SUPPORT - PTN3-26 $26.710
1 | CONDENSE! $4,039.586)
PBOOD0D03D12 | CREVS - PLANT SUPPORT - PTN&-27 $23.716
PBO000003402 | FW REG VALVES PTN4-27 839.417)
FWREG VALVES FTN3-28 839417
PBO000003T06 | BECHTEL WATHDRAWAL FROM FPL STORES 206,541
[ HP TURBNINE INSTALL - EPU SUPPORT 4 817.680)
‘HP TURBNINE INSTALL - EPU SUPPORT 3 $ 1,178.048|
PE0000004101 | HURRICANE PREPARATION $75.304
PE00O0004302 | _Impl- PSL RCP MTR REFURE $ 1.808.431
PB0000004E0T | TURBINE GENERATOR 3-26 § 44532
Support - Shaw PTNG- $215712
Implementation Support - Shaw PTN4- $ 118369
PBO000005602 | Mat) -PSL. U Intake Sorean Wesh Sy $52,757
PBO00000S802_|_PTN4_27 Spent Fust Pool Clg LM s18
[ TRCOWACW HX 427 $ 892,156
0000006401 | CONTAINMENT COOLING $1.425,700
PB0000008201 | SIEMENS TRAILER COMPLEX 3-26 §53,705
SIEMENS TRAILER COMPLEX 427 § 44,949
‘Mat-2A1 RCP Molor Refurb $17,196
PB000000ST0N ALUMINUM REDUCTION 32634
PB000D00SEC2 | PSL U1 TSI - Material 38121
WL SUPPORT - SIEMENS 3- $2.767
PEOOD0010003 | PN U3 RWST Int Coating-Mat! 5 164,443
PN U3 RWST In! Coating-imp 568,020
Remove duct from teo Phase $5224
FBOC0DD10601 | Mat-PSL INTK VEL CAP TURTLE EXCL s 128
PBO0DD010207 | PLANT SUPPORT - FIRE WATCH 3-26 $1.051
PBO00D011708 | Mat - PSL Storm Water Sys Upgrade $ 490
PBO000011709 | Proj Spe - PSL Storm Water Sys Upg s 119
PE0000011804 | Impl - PSL U2 Przr Hir Repl (2) $2,567
PBO000D11806 | _ Alioc -PSL U2 Prar Hir Repl () $ 25021
PTN U3 CONT SUMP LINER COAT-Math $ (160,001
PB0000012303 | PTN U3 CONT SUMP LINER COAT-imgl $ 16,967
PB0C00012304 | PTN U3 CONT SUMP LINER COAT-PS 340,304
PE0000012305 | PTN U3 CONT SUMP LINER COAT-Othes $12.887
PBO0000T2604 | Alloo- U1 Polar Grane SL1-24 $6641
PB00000T3003 | Imp-U1 Permanent Platiom Additions. $93
P 1| _PsL Sito Repowering Sub 6 - Engr 6
PSL Site Repowering Sub 6 - Matt 662
54 | PSL Site ing Sub & - PROSPT 361
[ Mal - U1 Fire & Safety Inverter $7.296
PEOD00014204 | ProjSup- U1 Fire & Safely Inverier $147
PBOD000IE102 | hmphPTN UC Low Lovel Rad Wasle $ 156,174
MalkPTN UC Low Level Rad Wesle $ 13,742
Mati- U1 Fuel Transier Flange $25.150
Mati - L2 Fuel Transfer Flange $25,150
PB Mat-PTN U3 MAIN STEAM LINE MONITOR $1825
PBO000TEE30 | PriSpl-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILIT s (81928
PBOCO00TS575 | HP FW HEATERS $(1.022
FBO00001S618 | SIMULATOR UPGRADE $12.790
PBOCOD0TSE29 | Imp-PTN UC SPENT FUEL CASK CRANE UP. $23,638
PBOODDO15645 | TPE PTN U4 PRIMARY WATER STORAGE TA § 17514
PBOCDOD15878 | Mati-PSL 181 RCP ROTATING ASSEMBLY s 19527
TPE PTN U4 REFUELING WATER STORAGE. 8,950
MalkPSL RGP MOTOR REFURBISHMENT (2 $ (11.130)
Alloo-PSL RCP MOTOR REPLACEMENT 181 $ 44,193
[ MalkPSL U2 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMENT PU $2001631
PBO000015798 | Imp-PSL UNIT 1 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMENT 5608
PBO000015797 | MaikPSL UNIT 1 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMEN $2.101,481
[ Eng-PSL UNIT 1 SPENT FUEL EQUIPMENT $2610
PBE000D015866 | ANloo-PSL U1 ERDADS PHASE 210 $15.419
PBOCD0D16860 | MatkPSL U1 ERDADS PHASE 210 $ 7,665
Engr-PSL U1 ERDADS PHASE 210 $i7
PBOOODOTSS70 | FPL ENG - PTN - RELATED EXPENSES $ (4.696)
1 | FPLENG - JUNO - RELATED EXPENSES $106.
PBO000016882 | MOISTURE SEPARATOR REHEATERS $.4.507.706|
FB0000015983 | CONDENSATE PUMPS /MOTORS $514.617
PB0000015¢84 | LEADING EDGE FLOW METERS $ 197,007
PBO000015986 | FW PUMPSMOTORS $ 1,279,174
PBODOD0T5687 | ADD FW HEATER LEVEL DIGITAL CONTROL $ (1,532.8:
TRAILER / EQUIPMENT RENTAL ) u.%ﬁ
MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES (COFFEE) $73.774
PEOO00015995 | TURBINE CONTROLS MOD $ (3.134.32
PB0000016696 | HP TURBINE $ 6,895,520
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P GENERATOR INSTALLATION 3132
FEO00001611S | FPL PM RELATED EXPENSES (NON-BECHTE $ (106)
PEO000016117 | FPL PM (NON - BECHTEL) $ (955)
FPL ENGINEERING - MODS (PSL SITE) - 330
FPL ENGINEERING - MODS (PSL SITE) 241
000016129 | PROJECT MANAGEMENT - OUTAGE 2 $ (32.200)
MATERIAL $19.596
SECURITY SUPPORT 639
PBOOD0018137 | OFFICE CLEANING SERVICES $43223
OFFICE EQUIPMENT / COMPUTERS 385
PBO00001E140 | FACILITIES 39627
PBO00CO16141 | NPS . GENERAL SUPPORT (SECOND OUTAG $ 150,378
PB0000016145 | LEADING EDGE FLOW METER - PSL 3266
FB0000016146 | MOISTURE SEPERATOR REHEATERS $(4175)
REPLACE # 2 HEATER DRAIN CONTROL VA $0
PBOCODO1E171 | MATERIAL $ (32,440
PBOGD0016179 | FPL PM RELATED EXPENSES (JUNO) $20
FPL PM RELATED EXENSES (NON-BECHTEL $676
PE0000016182 | FPL PM (NON - BECHTEL) $ (480)
PBO00DD16189 | OUTAGE EXTENSION COSTS 51.1-23 § 1365482
PBOCO0016Z0t | FPL MODS (PSL SITE) $1.23
PBOCODDT6210 | FACILITIES $160
PBOD00016213 | _LAYDOWN AREA $821
MATERIALS 3480818
P EQUIPMENT RENTAL (SECOND OUTAGE) $937
PBO000016219 | SECURITY SUPPORT $10646
OFFICE EQUIPMENT / COMPUTERS $85
PBO000016224 | FACILITIES 34038
PB NPS - GENERAL SUPPORT (SECOND OUTAG $3269
PBO0D0016228 3 (8.239)
SEPERATOR REHEATERS $ (4,175)
TPE U3 FIRE PROTECTION DETECTION SY 3340
TPE US INTAKE AREA UPGRADE $ 235,906
TPE U4 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE $235,906
Mati-2b1 Rotating Assbly Repl $ 4,105,391
PB0000016906 | _Implem-2b1 Rolating Assbly Repl $ 117.399)
PECODD016906 | _ProjSpri-2b1 Rotating Assbly Repl $34262
FBO0D0018808 | Alloc-2b1 Rolating Assbly Repl $ 101,324
PBODD0016049 | IMP-PSL COMM LOW LEVEL RAD WASTE PR $2.143
PBO000016954 | ENG-PSL COMM LOW LEVEL RAD WASTE PR $(1.340)
PBOD0D017098 | TPE UA F & G LOAD CENTER REPLACEMEN $201
PBO0000TTI00 | TPE U4 MCC 4E REPLACEMENT. $ (14,861
PBODO0O17234 | Imp-PSL. RCP MOTOR REFL SER $(13797)
PB00000T7866 | PTN RTE U4 PROCEDURE UPGRD PROJENG $ 395
PBOOODD17690 | PN RTE U3 PROCEDURE UPGRD PROJ-ENG $1.274
PBOOD0D18142 | PisptPTN UC STORAGE MODULES AND § $212
PBO0D0D18143 | Matl-PTN UC STORAGE MODULES AND SHI $22428
MaltPSL U2 POLAR CRANE UPGRADES $ 523,960
PH0000018238 | Alloc PSL UZ POLAR CRANE UPGRADES $31,086
PBO000018241 | Mat-U1 POLAR CRANE UPGRADES $52,542
PB0000018253 | Akloo-U1 POLAR CRANE UPGRADES $23.021
PBOCOD018276 | PriSpt-PTN UC ISFS) sC $2997
Matl-PTN UC ISFS1 ENGINEERING & CON 333979
B Eng P TN UG ISFS| ENGINEERING & CONS $ (7241
P QihrFTN UC ISFSI| ENGINEERING & CON §$1795
7B Mail-PSL DRY CASK STORAGE (ISFSh) $ (648,800}
PROC0D18374 | _Mat-PSL L2 KLINE BREAKERS-ARC TWO $ 346,744
PB FriSpI-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILIT $(18,182
PBO0ODOT6423 | Imp-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $ 716
PBO000018424 | Matl-PTN Ud CASK HANDLING FACILITY S 440
PBO000018427 | Eng-PTN U4 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $ 2674
Tmp-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $ 716
[ MalkPTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $1.179
EngPN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY $2674
Othr-PTN U3 CASK HANDLING FACILITY 3964
B Mall-PSL2 PHASE 1 STORAGE MODULES A $2604
PBO0V00TES01 | MhatkLj2 Turrb Superv (TS1 $ 74,454
‘Mat-REFURBISH RCP (REACTOR PUMP)PU $ (1,074
Maik-ST, LUCIE UNIT 1 KLINE BRKRS $ 1632
Allo-ST. LUCIE UNIT 1 KLINE BREAKRS $1.068
B WalkPTN U3 LCM QSPDS MOD $6.906
P FSL 1 & 2 PROCEDURE UPGRADE PROJECT 391
P SIMULATOR UPGRADE $6.063
TPE U3 SYSTEM REPLACEME $ 218,668
P TPE U3 STRUCTURE MATL $ (17,313
B TPE U4 DISCHRGE STRUC UPGRAD-SPPT 375
P 9223 |_Eng-PSL RCP Mir Repl 1B1 $2232
FBO000019268 | SL 1.23 RCP SEAL REPLACEMENTS $ (855)
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-OTHER $ 117,071
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-MATL $125.220
TPE UC FIRE PROTECTION DETECT-MATL 37978
7B TPE U4 INTAKE AREA UPGRADEENG $ 342,407
P8 TPE U4 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE-MATL 3 (68,598)
TPE U3 INSTRUMENT AIR UPGRADE-ENG $8.219
PBO000016381 | TPE U3 ANNUNCIATOR SYS RPLOMNT-SPRT $185
Eng-PTN U3 MAIN STEAM LINE MONITOR $337573
PBODOCOTE367 | ImptPTH U3 MAIN STEAM LINE MONITOR 3363
3 |_impkPSL RCP Mir Repl 181 $12576
Ao-PSL U1 181 RCP SEAL PIPING Fix $6.747
TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE-MATL § 648,622
PAOCD0019383 | TPE UNIT 3 RF WATER STRG TNK-OTHER $385
PSL1 SPP Rack Mods - Metamic tnsert 3781
PBO0000Z0527 | OTHER $22673
PBOD00020629 | NURSING SERVICE $ 10,602
FB0000020530 | LEGACY PTN3_26 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT $ 200
FWISOLATION VALVES 149.029)
CONDENSERS $ 3,588,538
FWHEATERS (12) 957,683
TPCCW T COOLERS 6345622
P BEGHTEL WITHORAWAL FROM FPL STORES $ 2,472,008
PBO000020540 | IRD PARTY MOD REVIEW (LEFM, HIGH, £ 39737
PBOD0C0Z0541 | TESTING $129.541
PBOODD020648 | OTHER $9.328
SECURITY RELATED EXPENDITURES $59.776
PBOO00020554 | U1 SAFETY RELATED INVERTER REPLACEM $2
Ut SAFETY RELATED INVERTER REPLACEM §3425
PN 647 TEAM FACILITIES $a1
UG (UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL) $66
PBO00C020724 | LEGACY PTN4_26 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $216
HP TURBINE $9.502,801
PB0000020870 | TURBINE CONTROLS MOD $ 768562
LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 2,220,885
MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES (COFFEE) $12.268
PBOD00020827 | LEGAGY PTNA_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 80472
LEGACY PTNA_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 140,369
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PBOG000Z0834 | COPIER RENT. $31.780]
FBO000020840 | TRAILER / EQUIPMENT RENTAL 38178
‘GAD DESIGN SUPPORT & PM SUPPORT $355
START UP & TEST . EXPENSES $ 12620
FPLENG - JUNG 164
FPL ENG - PTN SITE - RELATED EXPENS $ (4,696
TURBINE GONTROLS MODIFICATION $837.410
[ 'ADD FW HEATER LEVEL DIGITAL CONTROL $ (52.982)
PBO0G00Z0BST | FW PUMPSMOTORS $ 330,054
PBO0000Z0607 | LEADING EDGE FLOWMETERS 3 197,007]
PBO000020893 PUMPS / MOTORS 3 620,089
PB0000020864 | MOISTURE SEPARATOR REHEATERS $6.706.169)
PBO000D20938 | FPL PROJECT MGMT - START UP $25.427
PB00000Z0054 | LEGACY PTN3_25 PLANT & OTHER SUFPOR $36.408
P 2 OPTIONS $ (16,411]
MH-PSL2 ALLOY 600 BUTT WELDS 378
P TPE U4 AUX TRANSFORMR RPLCMNT-OTHER @)
TPE U3 F & G LOAD CNTR RPLGE-OTHER 31616
TPE U4 MCC 4E REPLACEMENTMATL $12.845
FBO000021110 | TRAILER(S) / OFFICE MAINTENANCE $3e4
PB0000021130 | LEGACY PTN3_26 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR 3478.925
PBOD0C021133 | PLANNERS - EXPENSES § (148
PB0000021138 | INCR. AUX FW PUMP CAPACITY & CST VO $ (5.190
PBO000C21181 | Othr-PSL U2 KLINE $ 4,19
PBOD00021163 | Ofhv-PSL UNKT Z ANALOG DISPLAY SYST $ (5.968
PBOOOO021167 | LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $31,601
PBO000021189 | LEGAGY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $1.805
PBODD0021197 |_TPE U3 AUX TRANSFORMR REPLCMNT-MATL $21428
B TPE U3 MGG 3D REPLACEMENT-MATL $ 73.385|
PBOD00021220 | LEGACY PTNG_26 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT 3 1011203
PBO000021223 | SECURITY RELATED EXPENDITURES 347,643
TEMPORARY POWER $I17
PBO00C021225 | LEGAGY PTN3_26 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT. 3 1841
PBO000021226 | LEGAGY PIN3_76 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT. $ 45,049
PBO000021227 | LEGAGY PTN3_76 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT. $31.812]
$B0000021232 | PLANT € SUPPORT $ 19.439)
PBOO00021234 { LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $ 17
PBO000021248 |  PriSpt-PTN COMMON ISFS| DOE NON-RE( $ 32,854
PB0000021249 | TPE U3 MAIN STEAM CAGE PLATFM-OTHER $6.118'
PBOOD0021258 | _SL 2.16 COW BELLOWS $13
PBO0O00021289 | FPL JES PAYROLL & EXPENSES $50
PBO000021411 Mt-L.CM PSL2 QSPDS MOD $ (270,700)
PBOD00021415 | OthrPSL U2 N1 WALKDOWNS-RCP CUBES- 34373
PB0000021458 | PriSpi-PSL 2 Fix HOSE Add TO RCP SE $179
7. MTL-P5L QSPOS SIMULATOR LCM $ (74,100)
PBO0D002 1548 LEQACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 1,026 470
PBOO00021 PROJECT MANAGEMENT - OUTAGE 2 $ (325,000
PBO00002T LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 157
PBO000021764 | PBODODOZ1764 : PSL 1 ERDADS REPLACE $381
PB0000021 PB0000021788 : PTN U3 Iniake Area U $ 111,962
PBOC00D21700 | TURBINE GENERATOR 427 $ 448.159)
PBO000021803 | TESTING $ 19,886
PBO000021828 | tmpi-PSL 181 RCP ROTATING ASSEM 3255
P LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPOR' $ 1,088.970|
LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPOR $519.067|
1 LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPOR' $ 31,780
LEGAGY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPOR 3344
EPU SUPPORT $ 2,150
PBO000021680 | PROGEDURE UPDATES! TRAINNG $ (1626
PEOGO0021881 | PLANT MAINTENANCE SUPFORT $232.795)
PBOCD00Z1884 PLANNERS - TIME $18.477
PB0OO00021887 | PLANNERS - EXPENSES $ 146
PBOC00021888 | LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 14,987
PB0000021889 | IN-PROCESSING SUPPOR' $ 65.605|
PBO000021892 | MISC PLANT SUPPORT (MILLIAMS) $373.475|
CAD DESIGN SUPPORT & PM SUPPORT 3254
PB0000021897 START UP & TEST - TIME 3564
PBO0D0021903 | START UP 8 TEST - EXPENSES. $ 44,645
TURBINE CONTROLS MODIFICATION $ 1,212,023
COOLING $ 1,740,775
PBO0000Z1509 | IS0 PHASE DUCT BUS $ 1.918.837
8 RADIOLOGICAL ANALYSES 3.674)
FB0000022018 | FPL PROJECT MGMT - JUNO - RELATED E $20
PB0000022037 | Ime-P5L2 SPENT FUEL EQUIP PUR $2521
PBO00C022038 | PTNG ASBESTOS REMEDIATION $12,637)
PBO000022040 | PTN3 ASBESTOS REMEDIATION $8.361
PB00D0022068 | LEGACY NON_INCREM CAPEX FOR 7698 St
LEGACY NON_INCREM CAPEX FOR 7684 $01.110
Mat-U1 PSL INVERTER REPLACMNT 330834
PBO000022141 LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT § 861,080
Turbine & Generator Maloriaks §$ 728,569
PB0000022355 Turbine & Generator Malerials. $ 610977
MATLPSL1 RCP FLEX SEAL REPL 357,689
PB00000223¢6 Qihr-PSL 181 RCP MOTOR SWAP $20271
Wall PSL 181 RCP MOTOR SWAP 32,060
PBO000022428 | PROCEDURE UPDATES/ TRAINING $ (1,628
PB0000022430 | MISC PLANT SUPPORT (MLLIAMS) $24042
PBO000022432 | LEGACY PTN4_ 27 PLT & OTHER SUPPORT $3251
PB0000022435 | RADIOLOGICAL ANALYSES $ 484
PB0000022448 | FWHEATERS (12) $ 524,937
PBO000022450 | 1SO PHASE DUCT BUS $ 35,028,
Matl-PSL RCP Mir Repl 181 $434
UA Discharge Stuclure Upgrade OTHR $67373
PBOO0D0022702 | _Securky - Direcl Oulage Support $19374
PB0000022714 | Caher - Direct Outage Support $388
FB0000024103 | _Station Cutage Allocation 4R27 $ 269,304
PB0D00024104 Station Cutage Aliocation 3R26 $ 102,449
PB0000024402 Steam Bypass PCV-8802 Support $2072
PBO000024701 | _Sparer Support 3468
PBO0O002! 4R27 - Security - Direct Outage Sup $ 5907
PBOCO0025701 July 2012 Mid Cycle EPU Outage $1,082
PBO000025801 | Meosquito Control U3-26 $1875
PBODODOZ5802 | Mosquito Control Ua-27 663
PBOGDD028502 | Mat - 281 RCP Motor Capital Upgrade $77.813
PBO0D0026505 | Aloc-2B1 RCP Motor Capilal Upgrade $20.178)
Conlain Alr 665
B Mali - 1A1 ROT ASSBLY REPL 656
B ‘Containment Altinum Reduction 32200
PB Hol Leg Injection - MOV 869 $23.944)
B ‘GROM Molor 316944
1 | NGG and Pafinger 3 470253
PTN U4 CONT SUMP LINER COAT-Matl $ 204412
PTN Vab i $ 129,000
PBO000030402 PTN 3_26 Valve Turbine Material $ 5,920.900)
PBOD0003003 | REMOVAL-ALLOC 281 ROT ASSBLY REPL 374264
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PBO00030801 |_SL3_20 Outage Cosis
‘WWilliae Support
U2 SOER 07-02 Strainer Repl - M&S
Turbine i
PB0000G32804 | MTRL - PTN FIRE DETECTION PHASE Ill
PSL U1 RCB
PSL.2-18 CONDENSER FOUNDATION UPGR
35206 | Material - Steam Generator Analysi
Removal - Uni 2 Polar Crane-Aloc.
1A2 Refurb -Mail.
REPL BPC Implomentation Gosls
PB0000034104 | PTN U3 NFPADBOS 2012 SITE MODS-MTL
PBOC00034 108 PTN U4 NFPA-805 2012 Plani Mods-MTL
500400000025 Turkey Point Nuclear -Storm Issac-2012
Reeull
5400000 EGUIPMENT PARTS 6030000414 | Malenae
6030000721 Ofioe Exporses.
Maleriale and Supphes - Land Uilizatio 5 28,096
8030000943 | Toot/Tool Room $75%
6030002070 | PSLC Worklorcs Training Grant Expenses $41.220
5030002408 | PWO Mall Misc tua Pt 343990
§030002458__|_ Substation/Transformer Mainteniance 34437
Unil 2 Outage NIS Supphes 33358
6120004885 | PTN 647 OAM $26
§150000263 PDA Relocation $214
PEOD0CO20617 | PN 647 TEAM FACILITIES 3633
FB0000022018 | FPL PROJECT MGMT . JUNO - RELATED E s 161
Resull $130,132
5400331 GENERATOR REPAIR & REPL - FPL Siores EF 327480
SITE TOOL & EQUIPMENT EXPENSE Radion 322676
Fazardous Material -PSLC 37078
8030000140 | Modical Facity PSLC. 3 481
$030000141 | _Land Utiization PSLC s
8030000144 | _Lab Equipment Repair -PSL-C $1.051
EP Facilty PsLe 3180
6030000156 __|_Vdeo Canforence Equipment -PSL-C 32915
6030000187 Materials and Supplies - Chem PSL-C $3,197
8030000177 Malesiais and Suppiies - Management -PSL $2713
13 178 Plant Safety Materials -PSL-C $282
Tooling Purchases and Repairs -PSLC
4030000211 Lab Equipment snd Supplies -PSL-C
3030000212 Dionex Consumables -PSL-L
5030000214 HP Supphes -PSL-C
6030000219 | Ghemicals Leb -PSL-C
Building PEL-C
8030000241 Non Outage Nomal Operations - 14C Maint
6030000242 _ | Non Outage Nomal Operations - Elec Main
L3 Materiats & Supplies
6030000300 | _UT Materials & Supphes
6030000401 __|_EP Siran Mainienance
6030000425 Security Radios.
6030000428 Muaterials and Supplies
6030000408 __| _Inhouse Payroii520) Steam Expenses
5030000539 Prolection & i
5030000541 Materiale(519) Coalants & Waler $2226
8030000642 | Materiaie(520) Sleam Expenses $1716
©030000648 | Materi y of Miscelkane 32343
030000555 | Eng Contracts(832) Mainlenance of Miscel 330726
Rental(528) Mainlenance Supervision & En $74
6030000599 Materials & Supplies $38.280
Personnel Expenses. $1513
6030000784 | Personnal Exp - Non Travel - Ope $99
6030000804 Per Exp - Non Travel - Engineering §33
Hezardous Waste Disposal $96
8030000847 Medical Facility $3.648
603000084 Emergency Drifs $ 6,685
g | Buiding S 1,484
Coneumables $ 18,074
‘Matenials and Supplies - Land Utilizatio $ {6,664)
5030000811 |_Lab Equipme $2.380
Materials and Suppies - Rad Prot $ 22,756
5030000319 | Matenials and Supplies - Oparations 36829,
6030000920 | Materials and Supplies - Fire Protection $6913
6030000922 Materials and Supplies - Engineeting $276
Malerials and Supplies - Safety 3231
Office Expontss - Operations 3560
Office Expenses - Training $43
6030000942 | _Tools/Tool Room Y1797
Won Capi s
U3 Matariaks - Rad Protection 32100
503000107 U3 Matoriats - Operations $93
EPU PSL COMMON ONLINE RECOVERABLE OBM 34378
OFFICE RELATED SUPPLIES 32957
603000139 Wuclear Diision Miscalianeous Fees 57
603000142 PTNG Workforoe Training Grant Expenses 959
PTN PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES $2478
PSL2 Forced Qutage - Spare 10 - 1 s 2)]
21 Foroe on Foros Upgrades-MalkPTN $ 4357
PWO Matl Misc Nuc Pt $ 182
503000240 PWO Materials - Misc Nuc Pwr Exp $ 14,121
6030002408 Equipment Calibrations - Maintenance 3518
5030002432 | U3 Mall Supy & Engt $349
80300024564 ‘U4 Other Station Contracts Maint - Misc $2
6030002502 | Pers Exp - Non Travel - Mas $104
U1 Outage Backiog Team 33
U3 Materials Maini - Misc Nucl Pk 204
U1 Mech Janitorial 536
5030002621 U1 Maintenance Non PWO Materials $15%6
U2 Nozzle Dam Maint. 178
6030002640 U2 Eng. BOP ECT § 15487
112 Support Dept Materials 288
PSLZ |SFSI Reimb 2013 Campaign Exp 520
B030003038 Unit 2 Outage NIS Supplies. $ 46
PSLY GBSV Upgrades lo 636 MVA $ 17,067
Procurs and Install New PSL2 GSU 2A 311374
Roplace PSL Skon “5.72" $26
POOGO0101768 | 32570.189.771.LAB.EQPT 620003-PSL $4272
PO0000101780 | _32570.190.772.TOOL EQPT.620003-PSL 38144
POO000101792 39190.804 500.PC EQP.820095-NuciTm $3.696
39520,363.209 LAB& TEST.GP 620067 $28.900
P00000101810 39110.800.189,OFF FURN.GP.620080 35
32570.188.770 Misc Eqp! 620056 323,757
32570.189.771. Lab.Eqpt.Pont 620058 $211127
POD000101873 32570.190.772. Tool. Eqpt.Pon 620045 $ 16,750
P00000101875 32670.190.772.Tool. Eqpl. Port. 620056 $ 123,668
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7 | 32570.190.772.Tool.Eqpt.Porl 620056 $20,207)
32500.192.324.Forkiih Pwop 620056 3 131.885]

32670.180.772.Tool Eqpt Port 620678 § 369.520]
30420.347 265, TOOLS. Shop.GP-620108- $100210!

32570.180.772 Tool Eqpl Poit 620677 317,484
52570.180.772 Tools, Equip. Porl $11570]
32570.190.772 Tool, Eqp Port $20,009]

00000107010 | PTN U3 RCP Pump & Seal Roplacement § 1262
PO000C07868 5L 124 ICW Pige $ 1428
PO0000111043 Replace PSL Siron ‘59" $152
POG000111044 | Replace PSL Siren “5-11" $708
POO0O0111083 Replace PSL Siren " $128
PODO00111054 Replace PSL Siwen ™ $619
PO0000111063 Replace PSL Siren “S-16" $80
PP00000111064 Replace PSL, Sien *$-17" $1.769
P0000G1 11065 Reptace PSL Siren "5-20" $89
PO000G1 11066 Replace PSL Siron “S-21" $89
PO000C111073 Repiace PSL Siren "5-22° $89
PO0000111074 | _Replace PSL Sien *S-23" $ 127
POO000111078. Replace PSL Siwen "§-24" $89
PODD00111076 Replace PSL Siven “8-78" $ 127
111083 | Roplace PSL. Sken 681" s 127

111094 | Replace PSL, Siren "5-82" $ 117
PO0000114140 EPU PTN Gate Valva Machining $38,145

114144 EPU PTN Globe Valve Machining §44.21

115163 | 32570.189.771 Lab & Test Equip-PSL 31761
PO000C304921 SL 1-24 Replace Circ WAr Pp Siraine $353
PPB0000C01038 TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE-OTHER $319
PBO000001102 TPE U4 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE -OTHER $219
MISC_MATERIALS s 302

PBO000015303 | Matl-PTN U3 MAIN STEAM LINE MONITOR 3848
NPS - GENERAL SUPPORT (SECOND OUTAG $ 1,080

PBY TPE U3 INTAKE AREA UPGRADE-SPPT $ 883
PB0000021648 | LEGACY PLT GRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $1369)
PBO00002214% LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT 312,522
Retult $ 1,617,039,
5400600 SAFETY EQUIPMENT 6030000166 .| Wiaterials and Supplies - RP -PSL-C S8t
6030000168 Materials and Supplies - Ops -PSL-C $ 625
6030000178 Plard Safety Maleriale -PSL-C $1.368
6030000240 | _Non Outage Normal Operalions - Mech Main $81
6030000242 Non Outage Nomal Operations - Elec Main $27.268|
B030000401 EP Siran Mainienance $ 146
60300006018 Maleriats and Supplies - Operations. $ 1.85%
Safety Department $ 567

6030001078 | U3 Matoriale - Safety s 227
L2 Machanical Temps $ 770

FO0000D0168S | PSL1 GSU Upgrades to 635 MVA 558
PO0000047388 Replace PSL Siren "S-72* $841
PO000G101756 32570.188.770 MISC EQPT.620003-PSL 320834
P0OC00O0111043 Repiace PSL Siren *$-9" $ 853
PO0000T 11063 Replace PSL Siren "$14” $833
PO0000111054 Replace PSL Siven “S-13° $ 883
PO000C1 11084 Replace PSL Siwen "S-17" $ 1,588
P00000111074 Replace PSL Sien “$-23" $1,021
P000001 11076 Reptace PSL Siren *S-79" $ 300
Uc (L JND INJECTION CONTROL) $30

PBO000C020828 | LEGACY PTN4_27 PLANT & OTHER SUPPOR $3.090
PBO0C0021865 | LEGACY PLT CRAFT AND OTHER SUPPORT $ 3.0
Romult § 66,656,
5400999 RETIREMENT WORK IN PROGRESS-SALVAGE PO0000043T18 SL 2-18 MV-21-2 Replacement $ (17,785)
Overall Resuk $ 182,604,380
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[Fitber Table -
v . v 4
Amound
3.
focourd Order s
Account MATERIALS & SUPPLI
Account-Alt 5400100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES: General 8030000002 Maint of DBT/FOF Equip $268
Business area 8030000003 Force on Force Upgrades-Engr-PTN. $ (116)]
Comparny Code 8030000004 Foroe on Foroe Exarciaes 542668 Invertory Write off ~ $ 1,552,016
Cost Center Weapons & Gun Supplies $2904
Cost Center Category: 6030000008 et Resistant Vests. $ 14516
CO-Reference Transa 8030000009 Sas Maska $8008
Document Type 8030000017 Hardware for Tmg $45
Document-CO Item T Contractor and Professional Services. $ (1e7)]
Document-PO Numbe! Forca on Force Upgrades-Engr-PSL $92424
Document-PO ltem Nespone & Gun Supplies 343648
Document-Ref Numbe ecurity Radios 28,772
Inputs/Qutputs 6030000033 Security Uniorms. 16,655
Key Figures 6030000034 Gas Masks 30,854
Material 6030000046 onlracled Services 98,745
Material-Acct Assignm] Apprentice Program -PSL-C 3N
Material-Origin Group Trave] and Training - Mech Maint -PSL-C $ 182
Order Type 8030000064 Travel and Training - I&C Maint PSL-C 328
Order Travel and Tralning - Project 391
Order-Processing Gro; Trawel and Training - Safety -PSi.-C $ 505
Pariner Company Cod 8030000078 Travel and Trsining - Eng -PSL-C $18
Partner Cost Center 8030000080 Travel and Training PSLC $2.000
Partner Object Type 5030000082 Overtime Payrol - Mech Maint -PSL-C $ 107
Partner Object 5030000118 ST Payroll -PSL-C $ 185
Pariner Order 8030000120 Oparalor Unifosmss -PSL-C $24580
Plant 6030000122 Substation Transformer Maint -PSL-C 383
PWBS-Business area 8030000124, Common Room Water -PSL-C $30,003
PWBS-Controlling are; 5030000125 Coffee Supplies -PSL-C $12907
PWBS-Functional are: 6030000130 Flre Proteciion -PSL-C $6551
PWBS-Profit Center 6030000132 Vendor Services PSLC $77017
PWBS-Project Type 6030000134 Vendor Services - Chemietry PSL-C s 13
PWBS-Project Hazardous Material -PSL-C $1,052
PWBS-Reporting WB! 6030000137 PSL M TE Repairs PSL-C $87.150
PWBS-Requesting Ct 6030000138 Radwasle Disposal -PSL-C $277
PWBS-Responsible G 6030000141 Land Utization -PSL-C $90.331
PWBS-WBS Element 8030000148 Doeimetry Services -PSL-C $1,068
REQCC-Cost Center 6030000157 Plani Labeling -PSL-C $3967
Resp. cost cntr 6030000158 Gas and Diesol Expenses -PSL-C $173.438
Source Matariale and Supplies - Maint Mgr -PSL- $7.017
Time: Cal. Year/Quarte ‘Materials and Supplies - Maini Programs $6611
Time: Fiscal year/perid Matevials and Supplies - RP -PSL-C $23916
Time: Fiscal Year Matarials and Supplies - Chem -PSL-C $1.376
Time: Posting dete Meaterials and Supplies - Ops -PSL-C $21,144
Time: Posting period Mesterials and Supplies - Work Control -P- $7.780
Unit of measure 8030000171 Matoriaks and Supplies - Training -PSL-C $7.284
Vendor 8030000173 Malorlals and Supples - Licensing -PSL- $ (3.214)
WBS-Project-L.1 8030000174 Molorials and Supplies - PID -PSL-C $2,688
WBS-L2 6030000175 Materials and Supphes - Eng -PSL-C $21474
WBS-Reporting WBS:! 8030000177 Moterials and Supplies. -PSL $ (85.215),
WBS Element 6030000178 Plant Safoty Materials -PSL-C $2.267
WBS-WBS Activity 6030000182 Office Expenses - Elec Maint -PSL-C s 91
WBS-FERC {ndicator Office Expenses - Maint Programs -PSL-C $416
'WBS-FERC Not Rele: 8030000136 Office Expenees - RP -PSL-C $49
'WBS-Functional Area Office Experises - Busineas -PSL-C $3,601
'WBS-IMProgram Pos 6030000191 Office Experwes - Training PSL-C $ 764
'WBS-Level in Project 6030000200 Planl Operalions Suppont -PSL-C 538
WBS-Project Type 8030000201 Toolng Purchases and Repairs -PSL-C $ 45,705
'WBS-Job Code Gasses - Chem -PSL-C $2,500
'WBS-Job Type 6030000203 Gasses - Ops -PSL-C $6518
'WBS-Management Ar 6030000205 Chemicals - Chem -PSL-C $1.823
'WBS-Reason for inve: 8030000207 Simulator Services PSL-C $1.274
'WBS-Requesting CC 6030000209 Copler Rental -PSL-C $(38,738)
WBS-Services Diesel Fuel for Emergency Diesel Gen PS $2.219
WBS-Storm Secure. 8030000211 Lab Equipment and Suppies PSL-C $1.85:
€030000213 Wstuments and Supplies -PSL-C § 69,808
8030000214 HP Supplies -PSLC $ 2453
6030000215 Radiokgical Contamination -PSL-C $4
§5B Common Room Paper -PSL-C $ 75368
6030000720 Radioactive Sources PSL-C $3674
6030000221 ‘Dormant Materia) Writnol -PSL-C $53.726
6030000222 CTCS -PSL-C $ 43577
ERF Supphes -PSL-C $ 400
Respiratory Suppon -PSL-C. $1424
6030000232 Elevator Maintonance -P5L-C § (408)]
6030000233 ‘Air Condiioning Mantenance -PSL-C $27267
6030000234 Janitarial Services -PSL-C $ 102,743
6030000237 Buiking Mo PSLC $10011
" - Moch Main  (26,405)]
6030000241 ‘Non Outage Normal Operations - 14C Maint $7.141
paations - Elec Mein $ 16,561
30000243 Non Qutage Normal Operations - Projact M $ 202447)
247 Motor Repairs -PSL-C $46.746
30000248 Equipment Repais -PSL-C $ 4,892
30000249 Repair Inventoried Equipment -PSL-C $ (28,726
30000250 Non Outage Verdor Support PSL-C $48.745
xponses $252
Materisle 361
8030000281 Office Expantes. $12
U4 Molorials & Supplies. $1.113
6030000308 U2 Materiais & Supplios. $9%
6030000338 U4 Materlals & Supplies $3,083
6030000376 Maleriaks $0
6030000302 Malorials $20
6030000401 EF Siren Maintenance $5576
6030000412 Porsonnel Expenses. $ 488
Fitness For Duty $7414
6030000424 Seausty Unforms $13,108
6030000426 Weapone and Gun Supplies $4.951
6030000428 Weterlaia and Suppios $ 1823
6030000429 Office Expenses $ 10800
6000000430 Keys and Cores $616
6030000433 Personnel Expensos s 968

2013 write off 150265 - Staff's 18t DR No. 86 - Attachment No. 1.xs



6030000439 Securky Uniforme. $8.930
6030000440 Securky Radios $11.484
8030000441 Weapons and Qun Supplies $ 24,576
6030000443 Maiorials and Supplles $4.320
6030000481 Personnel Expenses $25
6030000467 Nuclear Division Courier 385
6030000490 Inhouse Payroll(524) Miscebaneous Nudle $2454
6030000526 Staffing(531) Mai § 762
6030000520 | Valves(531) Maintenance of Elecirical P $263
Protection & i o $133
Malerials(520) Staam Expenses $8.962
i Miscalaneous Nuclear Pow $434326
503000054/ Maintenance of Struclures $ 7,962
Materials(530) Maintenance of Reacior PI $ 1,287,896
Walorials(531) Mai of Electrical $ 546,530
WMalerials(532) Maintenance of Miscellane $209.103]
RP Teoha(520) Sieam Expe $395.322
Eng of Miscel $1.198
Capital Indirects(524) Nuc $ (346,053)
6030000571 Ut Non Recurring(631) €l $ (32,519
6030000575 Inhouse Payrolk520) Steam Expenses $1,707
5030000577 Inhouse Payrol§28) Malnlenance Supervt $85
i Steam Expenses. $ 481
Watoriale(524) M ucloar Pow $1.389
6030000822 Matoriale(529) Maintenance of Struclures $ 35,500
6030000623 Maintonance of Reactor Pt $ 4077432
6030000624 | Materials(531) Mai i Electricat 3 1.053.3751
Materiais{(532) Maintenance of Miscellane $100.974|
6030000627 RP Toche(520) Steam Expenses $Q2) 1144
6030000638 Station Ofher contracisi&19) Cootants & $ 23,875
5030000683 Personnel Expenses 256
Malerlals & Supplies $ 2
5030000699 Materiais & Supplies $ 740
Outside Contracted Services $ (7.500
6030000721 Office Expenses $34
Personnel Expenses 1
603000072 Office Expenses 1
6030000733 Personnel Expenses 7
6030000735 Offico Expenses 328
8030000775 ‘Operalor Uniforme $ 49,362
Plant Coffoe Suppl $16.855
6030000784 Personnel Exp - Non Travet - Ops $837
Travel & Training - Safoty $ 163!
Per Exp - Non Travel - Rad Profection $197
Per Exp - Non Travel - Management $82
8030000814 Per Exp - Non Travel - Safety 338
6030000817 Plant Copy Costs $53.461
Malntenan - Operations $3.972
8030000824 Fire Academy $7.663
Fire Protection $16.335
Hazardous Waste Disposal $ 3,280/
Professional Services - Testing $ 380
Liquid Rad Waele Processing $751
6030000830___ | Vendor Services - Chemistry $2647
6030000831 Tritium Ground Water Analysis AN
6030000834 Vendor Services - Rad Protection 9486
5030000838 Vendor Services - Maint Sprt $ (2,901
6030000839 Gifics Equipment Service 595
6030000840 Vendor Servioes - Safely $ 1,060
6030000848 Radwasle $5022
Canal & Grounds Mamienance $1.230;
8030000849 Emergency Drills $52
Jankorial Services $ 16840
Buikding Mais $ 4822
Maintenar $88.164
6030000808 Matoriai and Supplies - Land Utiizalio $ 95,785
6030000910 Matoriale and Supphes-Cheristry $47.078
803000081 1 Lab Equip i $ 48544
6030000912 Gasses 3 (157)
Dionix IC Parts/Supplies $ 35,005/
6030000914 WMalarials and Supplies - Rad Prot $66,194
6030000815 Gasses for PCM-2 $9344
Dosimelry Services $99
Respiralory Protactions $ 14,757
Materials and Supplies - Operations. $ 29,803
030000920 Matefials and Supphes - Fire Protection $23.242
603000082 1 Malettals and Supphes - Traing 51459
©030000822 Malerials and Supphes - Engineoris 34494
8030000923 Materials and Suppies - Salety $10.084
Personnel Prolective Equipment 32,133
6030000926 Office Exponses - Bus Sy $73
Office Expences - Chemiatry 3407
Office Expenses - Rad Prot $871
Office Expenses - Operalions $ 667
Office Expenses - i 56
Office Expenses - Plani Change Ctrl $1,715
6030000040 Office Expenses - Training $955
6030000943 Tools/Tool Room $ 132,783
Operations Support $ 121,488
5030000952 MLS Sales Tax Audil $ ﬂ‘,ﬁ
6030000054 Resin 323,148
Simiator Support $6.742
Simulator Reliabiity & Upgrades $ (500)
Qbsolete Inventory - PTN $ 28,084
6030000067 Non Capital Instruments 32723
Amertap Baks s
8030000971 €P Fadiity $ 390
5030000974 Plant Labeling $5.34:
GawDiesel Expenses. § 228,60
6030000977 Lab Chemicals $10.073;
Buik Chemicals $ 30,780
Cross Check Samples. $33614
6030000880 Traning Materiale $ (100)
Equipment Calibrations-Rad Prol $(3.831,
6030001030 Major Equip OH - Struciures $11,130]
6030001034 U3 EDG CMM's. 3 ’6.‘70]
6030001035 U4 EDG CMM's S @744
6020001037 ‘Minor Mods - Supv & Eng'r $69.621
8030001041 Minor Mods - Gen'l Ph Equip $38,024
6030001042 Wiataal Wite Off - Management 94
LJ3 Materiais - Rad Prolection 854
6030001101 U3 Coniracted Services - Traiing (1054
6030001168 U4 FPL Variable - Training $840
6030001188 U4 Malerials - Chermistry $ 48,557 |
6030001189 U4 Materials - Rad Prot $ (70.514)
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6030001180 U4 PC Supplies. $ 96,654
8030001191 U4 Materiale - Operations $(132)
8030001182 U4 Materials - Fice Protection $ 667!
6030001194 L4 Materiale - Safety $ 2,879
U4 Materials $442
6030001207 U4 Materials - $88.872
6030001278 U4 Capital Indirect Cost $ (62,501,
6030001296 EPU PSL2 20 MATERIAL WRITE-OFF $ 216,132
6030001367 | Nuclear Division Miscelianeous Fess § (28,161
6030001418 Nuclear Leadership Acadeny $2,257
8030001428 PTNC Workforce Training Grant Expenses 35640
6030001546 Materials and Supplies - Ope PSL-1 $2
6030001622 | Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Suppor £ 361
6030001802 | _Training Malarials PSL-2 s
‘Non Outage Normal Ops - Meah Main! -PSL- 523,198
Regpair Inventoried Equipment -PSL-2 $ (9,125)
Major Equipment Overhauls -PSL-2 $ (24.503)
PTN NFPA-805 FIRE PROTECTION O4M-MATL $3
FLEET PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 523
6030001850 | PSL PROJECTS BASE EXPENSES 656
"N TS BASE 505
6030001862 NUC PROJ ENG BASE EXPENSES 498
U4 FO - Mnt Sprt - Rx P Equip § 3524
8030001658 | _INFO Vigk Proparation PSLC $1,197)
Inventory Wikeoff-PSLC $ 383,731
PSLC +Non Outage Normal Ogs - Mech Maint seserz
6030001970 |_PSLC Non Outage Nomal Ops - I&C Maint 343
8030001971 __|_PSLC -Non Outage Nomal Ops - Elec Maint 36
PSLC Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $3.243
5030001676 | PSLC <Non Gutage Nommal Ops - Mech Main 522,008
197 PSLC -Non Qutage Normal Ops - 13C Main $ 30,555
PSLC -Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp. $407
PSLC -Non Outage Nommal Ops - Mech Maint $ 23,307
6030001984 PSLC -Non Quiage Normal Ops - 1&C Maint $14,122
PSLC Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Maint $ 203,762
PSLE Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $ 10,194
8030001990 | PSLC ~Non Outage Nomal Ogs - Mech Maint $ 141010
8030001981 PSLC -Non Qutage Normal Ops - I4C Maint $ 261670
8030001962 PSLC -Non Outage Nermal Ops - Elec Maint $60.235|
6030001964 PSLC -Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Supp $9.702
PSLC -Non Qutage Normal Ops - Mech Maint $ 82,711
PSLC -Non Quiage Normal Ops - 18C Mainl 105|
PSLC -Non Qutage Nommal Ops - Elec Mainl $ 15,177
PSLC -Non Qutage Nomal Ops - Main Supp $3.850
PEL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 7,431
PSLT - Non Outage Normal Ops - 1A Mai 3 (961
L1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main $(16.207)
BSL1 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Maint Sup S (172,655}
il P - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 988,157
P ~ Non Outage Normal Ops - 1AC Maint 3 419,867
PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Maim 5280401
L1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maini Sup $40.404
6030002018 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Pro $20
8030002018 PSL1 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 186,135
6030002019 PSL1 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - 14C Maim $ 419,568
5L - Non Outags Normal Ops - Elec Main 323,388
8030002022 'PSL1 - Hon Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $ 37,941
FSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Maini Mgr S 449
PSL1 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 288,427,
5030002026 PSL1 - Non Ouiage Normal Ops - 1&C Maint $ 45,942
5L - Nan Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main s 36625
PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mai Sup $4.064
030002032 _PSL1 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Main $3472
$030002038 PSL1 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup. 3 645!
6030002039 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $9,438
PSL2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - 12C Maint $ 154,480
6030002041 PSL2 - Non Quiage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ 5.123)
8030002043 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup $3.128)
6030002046 PSL2 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Mech Main $ 407,138
5030002047 | _PSLZ - Non Outage Noamal Ops - 18C Malnt $506.118
6030002045 __|_PSL3 - Non Outage Normal Ops - Elec Main s 152811
8030002050 | _PSLZ - Non Outage Normal Ops - Maint Sup 323,651
PSL2 - Non QOutage Normal Ops - Mech Main $193,154]
PSL2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - (5C Maint $291265
6030002055 | PSL2 - Nan Oulage Normal Ops - Elec Main §$234.374
5L2 - Non Ouiage Normal Cps - Maii Sup $9973
6030002060 __|_PSL2 - Non Oulage Normal Ops - Mech Main $263.630
PSL2 - Non Outage Novmal Ops - 1AC Maint § 44.300
PSL2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Main $ 52,457
5030002084 __|_PSL2 - Non Oulog ‘Ops - Maint Sup 314,728
'PSLZ - Non Outage Normab Ops - Mamnt Mgr S 1841
8030002087 PSL2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Mech Maln
6030002069 P5L2 - Non Qutage Normal Ops - Elec Main
8030002071 | PSL2 - Non Gutaga Normal Ops - Maint Sup
8030002070 __|_PSLC Workioros Training Grant Expenses
U3 Materials - Mainl - Rx Pk Equip
U3 Materials - Maint - Elec PH
U3 Malerials - Maint - Gen'l PH Equip
6030007088 | U4 Materials - Maint - Gen'l PA Equip.
503000209¢ Vendor Sevios - Licensing #5L.C
50300021 Par 73 Cyber Securdy Impacis-MATL
60300021 Part 73 Gyber Securily Impacts-MATL
80300021 Part 73 Cyber Securdy Impacts-IMPL.
80 i Force on Force Upgrades-Mat-PTN
8030002138 Force on Force Upgrades-imol-PTN
5030002137 Force on Force Upgrades-PjSupt-PTN
TPE Minor Mods Salety WOs Plannere.
Plan Gasses - PTN
002180 PSLC ISFS| Reimb Operating Expenses
6030002181 | PSLCISF51 Reh Struct Mioe Expenses $ 443
PTNC ISF5) NonReimb Load Campaign Exp 884
6030002203 PTNC ISFS| Reimb Security Expenses $ 1.080
6030002241 U1 Licensing Loaned $ 411
Buriod Piping Inepection Program $ 38,788,
6030002338 Uniforme '$ 20,537 |
Material Writs O - Maintenance 3360.507
Office Expenses - Mainlenance s 1,811
6030002401 Repair Inventory Equipment - Maintenance s (4.50‘#
6030062402 __|_PWO Matl Supv & Engr $711434
6030002403 | PWO Materiah - Struciures § 130752,
5030002404 __|_PWO Materaln - Rs Pl Equip $ 1216044
PWO Materials Mech - Elect Pl $ 201,386
6030002406 | PO Mafl Mi Nuc P1 5 330,181
6030002407 PWO Materials - Misc Nuc Pwr Exp. $ (559,815
8030002410 Vendor Support - Gen'l Maint (528) $ (24,802)
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€030002422__|_Scaffold Suppor - Struciures (X1
6030002432 _| U3 Mall Supy & Engr $57.452
5030002442 | UA Maleriale Maint - Supy & Engr HEXIE
6030002443 | U4 Malorials Main! - Elec Exp $(138.261
8030002444 | U4 Malerials Main! - Structures | sseam)|
6030002445 _| U4 Maleriaks Maini - Rx PA Equip § 456,680
5030002448 __| U4 Materiale Maint - Eloc PY S (220,288
5030002447 | U4 Maloriats Maini - Misc Nuc Pt $ 308.487
6030002448 | _UA Wiatorials Maint -Misc Rue Py Exp $39,330)
6030002464 __| U4 Other Siation Contracts Mkl - Misc $117
PSL Post Japan nitaive 3319
PTN U3 Buried Pping Exam 330
6030002502 | Pors Exp - Non Travel - Mainianance sS40
6030002507 | U3 Main - Elec F1 3828
6030002508 ) Maint - Misc Nudl PR 3258
603000250 U3 Maint - Misc Nudl Pt Ex $2.867
U3 Matsrials Maint - Structures 326383
U1 Foroad Oulage Spare 4 $267.630
Ui Foroed Outage Spare § $37.902
©030002534 | Ut Forced Outage Spare 6 3 (18.545)
6030002841 | U2 Foroed Oulage Spare § $26.653
[T int - Rx PH Equipment 31470287
8030002554 | _ U3 Maleriafs Maini - Elec PR s 271782
. : “Misc Nuc PR $412.005
U3 Matorials Mainl - Misc Nud Pwr Exp $71.800)
U3 Trash Removal 3264
U1 Moch Janitoris] § 24,708
U1 Maintenance Non PYYO Materials 7,456
5030002625 | U2 Mech Janiiorisl 687
5030002630 | U2 Mech Minor Contracts 507
2 Eng. ISFAC $1792
Uz Mai on PWO Materiale $32.673
Uz Suppon i $1.980
PSLT ISFSI Rednb 2013 Campaigh Exp $56,260
PSL2 [SFS1 Rewnb 2013 Campaign Exp $26.552
TEMP CAP #75 50
% PTN Ut Generator Gable ReToute-Mat 3(10.238)
8030002792 |_PTN U4 Generator Cable Re-roule-impl 33280
8030002763 __|_PTN U4 Genoralor Cable Reroute P8 s 545
5030002620 | _PSLUZ NFPA B80S ons - Impl 3123
U1 Suppl. Staff - COWHt $22557
U1 Suppl. Stafl - MM Overfiow $573
Post Japan Intlative 31632
6030002920 | PSL Polar Crane DME- Mall $236.189)
5030002933__| PN Boal Ramp 77
6030002084 | TEMP GAP #84 3 66.458
6030003018 | Materials & Supphos 200
6030003048 TEWP CAP #111 3027
603000307 TEMP CAP #117 3 17887
603000311 2012 STORM PREPARATION 1516
803000311 SLZ.20 Cavity Seal Leakage 2897
fal and Supplies - Document Control 7542
6030003121 | Offics Supplies - Dooument Control 1584
Elovalor Maintenancs - Maint Projedis 3572
FTN FOF 2013 Gont Big Hatch Blook Wal $87.804
PTN FOF 2013 Delay Shuflers RCA Bidg $81803
TN FOF 2013 RGA Detay Rool Door Cage $8.033
PSL K-Line Broaker DVE 264343
3030003170 _|_U3 Foroad Outege - Condenser Vatuum $127.653
8030003174__| _PTN FOF 2013 SAS Sta Shooting Stalion $ 11,445
5030003178 | PTN FOF 2013 Delays Eaat & South Fenos $ 175,100
170 | BT FOF 2013 Minor Emergent Sec Adl $56.103
PTN FOF 2013 Scope TBD #2 17,805
U1 RCP Vapor Seal 3 @879
8030003253 | Repairable Inventory $53,895,
BTN Securily LLRW Bidg BBRE 384695
5030003304 | PTN UB Turbine Deck Stoim Draint-MAT 38005
5030003432 | Equipment Repairs 331593
8030003484 | TEMP CAP $137 57
6030003485 | TEMP CAP #142 338375
6150000203 | _SBK Nos Traiming Support 3730
6150000287 | _PDA Training Assessment §315
160000262 | PDA-400085 Eng Licensing & Tech Supp X1
PEN - Training Avsossment § 485
PSL Fukushima Flooding 34252
300000003031 | PTN Fukushima Fiex Miigation Strategies §615.780
DODO0S091870 | CAP-Extamal Business Uk OH work 3522
TN USC IGW PropsAtiChk Viv s @)
FTNS EPU FWH Orain Val 3 @.878)
00000000767 | PTN4 Extandod Powes Uprate PTNA-27 33405
73 | PSL1 pgrade Project 164
PODO0ODODTTS | PSL2 Procedure Upgrads Project 508
PO0000000540_|_PTN RTE U Gond Molor Pefforms 3 (181510
PTN RTE Ut Cond Motor Plafforms $181510)
P0000001224_| PTN U4 Instrument Alr Upgrade (RTE) 32274
Eant Securly Builing A/C § 1556
PTN U3 REPL RPS NUS MODULES $ 123038
Refurb 1A ICW Pump Motor 3 (295.650]
POC000013172 | PTN U4 REPL RPS NUS MODULES $ 164,392
PO00O0T6738_| U2 Intake Strudture Rapars 3679
F00000016911 | PSL U1 RAB Red Structure Repars S 7,084
00000017564 | _PTN U4 Repl Phase il NUS Modules 3 (555,369
00000017601 | PTN U3 Repl Phase fil NUS Modulos 3 1617
POGO00044249 | PEL Rawind Cant Spray Molor 3 235,133
00000047733 | PN U3 Turbine Vah 321045,
POGOOODSO160 | _SL 2-19 REPLACE CONTROLLER REPL $34.447
P00000101744 | 32570.191.773-OM Fum-PSL 31883
P000OO101756 | 12570.188.770MISC EGPT 620003-PSL $ 11,775,
P00000101768 | 32570.189.771.LAB.EQPT 620003-PSL 1067
PO000O101780 | _32570.190.772.TOOL EGPT 620003-PSL § 269,052
PO000101702 | _36190.604.500.PC.EQP 620005 NuclTr 53,894
POC000101854 | 32570.188.770 Miss Eqpl 620051 323673
PODDO0101856 | _32570.188.770,Miss Eapt 620056 $ 104,377,
37570.188.770 Miso.Eqpt 620081 $954
32570.189.771,Lab Eqpi Porl 620044 $80.444
32570,189.771 Lab Eqpt Forl 620056 $560.200
32570.189.771 Lab Eqpl.Por 620085 $ 10.400)
32570.190.772 Tool Eqpl.Por 620056 $(172.134
00000101879 | _ 32500.192.324 Forklt.Pwnop 620058 30480
PO0G00101882 | 32530.191.350.PC EQPT IYR 620037 5446
00000101903 | _32530.191.350 PC.EQPT IYR 620056 $ 15,000
POOCOOTO1S05 | 32530.191.350.PC.EGPT 3YR 620061 $4263
POOO0OTONG1S | 32670.168.770MISC.EGRT 620037 TP 342983
PO0000101917 | 37570.188.770 MISC.EQPT 620042 TR 3 304.692
PO0000101916 | 37670.188.770 MISC.EGIRT §20044TP $55311
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POOD00103550 | _32670.168.770.Misc Eqpt 620090-TRC $ (43,871,
32570.188. 770 MISC.EQPT 620091-PSL 38576
PO0V00105054 | PTN U3 Phase 4.5 NUS Moduies $ 19,161
PTN U3 NUS Modules Pressurizer Sys § (262.608)
P00000105603 | PTN U3 Spiral Stakcase Addition 164
PO0000106762 | PSL U1 RCB - Rplc 10 P357490 $ (6,383
P00000T05765 | PSL U2 TGB - Rpk 10 P357462 $1.032
P00000105767 | PSL UZ EDG - Rpkc 10 P357679 $19.669
PO0C00106276 | _ 5L 1-24 TIC-2223 Controlier Repl $ 11,388)
SL 124 1A Feedwaler Pump Motor $ (46,899)
PTN U3 RCP Pump & Seal $ 108,141
POC000107344 | Rewind 18 LPSI Pump Motor $1.035
POO000107393 | Rewind A HPS Pump Motor 311,865
PO00O0TOTSS9 | SL 1-24 1A1 & 181 Circ War Pump $ (56,26
SL 1-24 Swap 161 Co Wir Pump Mot $(38,166)
P00000107868 | SL 1-24 ICW Pipe $1.738
SL 1-24 Repl Autosynchronizer 3,480
PN U3 Swap 362 Girc Water PumpiMir $145
PTN U4 LR Small Bore Pipe/ASME insp $(67)
P00000108763 | Refurb 2C ICW Pump 34455
PGO000108773_ | 5L1-24 1C Charging Pump Motor 31084
PO0C00108693 | PTN U3 Repl 36" Valve 3-60-309 s (164
PODD00106843 | PTN U3 C Bus Remole Racking $297
POOD00109463 | SL 126 PSL U1 S/G SNUBBER REFL $754543
PODO00108603 | PSL U2 5/G SNUBBER REPL § 14,987
1| PN Comm Refurb 3 Prer Safety Vive $ (106,848
POD00O110564 | PSL 1 Capital Rectass 10 $ (322,245)
PO00001 1 PSL U2 RAB $388
PO0D001T 1 Replace PSL Siren “S4" $124
P00000111066 | _Replace PSL Siren "S-15" 539
PDO00C111065 | _Replace PSL Siren *S5-20° $25
PODDOO1 11183 | 8L 1-24 ICW Check Vaive §80.395)
PO0C0O111164 | SL1-24 GSPDS HJTC REPLACEMENT § 341961
PO0000111263 | PSL. U2 CCW Buiding $5.664
POD000111343 | PTN U3 Rept 3C Charging Pumg 3 (11615
PO0000111473 | X-Ray Machine - warshouse $ (75.881
POOD00111483 | PSL U2 intake Structure $1818
P00000111805 | PSL 2 Capial Reclass 1O $ (2.762.105)
PO0000111806 | PSL Common Capital Reclass S (2.019.881
P00000112013 | _SL 2-20 Transmitter Replacement 955,724
PO000C112016 | _SL 2-20 Expansion Joint (Bellow) $1.001
P00000113123 | 32650.187.572 Single Occupant Vehic $ (158)
PO0000113214_|_SL. 2-20 HCV-08-1B Actualor $ 2487
POO000113217_| TN Refurb Turbine Valves Ir U3-26 31016633
113228 | Rewind/Refurb Circ Water Pump Mic $ 425,985
113248 | Remo nd/Reinstal 2A1 Mir $ 35,657
113260 | Sk 2:20 Circui Breakers, 5 365,695
113286 | PTN U3-26 Turbine L-0 Blades Repimt $ (145,304
PO000G113334 | PSL. 262 OW Pp Remove Reinstall $17.018
113345 | PSL 2 - Trash Rake Hosl $ 145,101
PCOOCO113369 | SL 2-20 TCV-13-28 & 2A $7615
PO0GGOT13450 | _SL 2-20 Swap HVS-18 MOTOR 30)
PO0000113464 | OVERHAUL 181 CWPUMP $ 112,020
PODD00T13676 | PSL Purchase Portable Pumps 319,068
PO0000113912 | PTN U4 Repl 4B ICW PumpiMolor $ (11563
POOD00113920 | PTN U4 Swap 481 Circ Water Pump/Mir 48
PO0000113923 | PTN U4 Swap 4A1 Cire Water Pump/Mie 130
P00000113343 | PTN U3 Repiace 3A TPCW Molor 02
PO0000113966 | PSL Comm 1A ICW Pump Refurb 92
PO0G00113969 | PSL F6 Rpl Condenser & Dud Work 410)
PO000113982 | Purchase U2 Cap Spare M3IV Actuato $ 366,687
POO000114074_ | PTN Common Repl Pump/Motor Skid 56484
POOD00114087 | PTN U4 Thimble Tube $ 20,540
PO0000114153 | 32570.188.770 MISC EQPT-620090-TPC $ 48,109
PODDO0T14179 | SL2: 7 Val $28.438
PO00D0114222 | PTN purainstall XRay Conveyors 3 (50501
PO0000114255 | PTN Common O/H 4 Main Stm Shy Vivs $ 105,848
P00000114282 | PTN U4 A Repl SGFP Molor $17.859
PO0000114323 | PTN U4 C Bus Remote Racking CB $ 264.254
PO0000114336_| PTN Common Repl Service Waler Motor $14379
P00000114336 | PTN Ud Repl Obsolete Eagle 21 $ (26,365
115037 | PSL U2 ICW COATINGS $ 271,491
POCOC0115045 | PSL Ui 1 RAB Coating $ 244,862
POGIC0T75060 | PSL Unit 2 TOB Red Structures Work 34,411
15115 | PTN Comm Purch § Wide Office Complx $ (11,839
P0O0000118121 | PTN Spare 5 Path/10 Path Assemblies $ (383.042
POD000115147 | Purch 3 CSP ICW Valves § 367500
PODD00115182 | PTN U3 Repl 3A ICW Chock Vaive 5 18,588
PO0000116273 | PN U4 Rep! Condnser Expnsion Joint 32640
POO000115279 | CSP Power Swilch Assembly $646,047)
POD000115280 | CSP RCP Mech Seal Cartridge § 1002971
P0000D115283 | CSP Reaclor Levet Probe $ 293,779
P00000115348 | SL 1-24 Main Steam Safety Vaives 80.395]
P0000C115357 | PSL Simulalor Controller Repl 40.004]
PO0O00115350 | PSL 1 - Roplece Refuleing Hoie! 28,164
POGO00115362 | PSL U2 FHB Coating 71232
POO000115366 | PSL Ut Aux FW Structure Coating 347.795
POOD00115368 | PSL L2 Aux Feedwatar Structurs $5732
PO0000115367 | PSL U2 RAB Coaling 86238
POO00115371 | PSL Uni 1 Intake Siructure 14,848
PO0G00115373_| P Uni 1 Turbine Generalor Buikdi 40945
POOD00115375 | _PSL. Unit 1 Reactor Auxiliary Bulidi 82,165
P00000115378_|PSL Uni 1 Emergancy Diesel Gen $ 64571
PO0000116387 | PTN U4 Repl 4A ICW Check Vake § 115,633
P00000115401 | PSL Unit 1 Fuel Handling Buid $ 186,480
115402 | PSL Unit 2 Intake Structure $20469
POO00C115403 |~ 5L 2-20 Main Steam Sal