
278 

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Request for Approval of ) 
Energy Conservation Plan by ) 

DOCKET NO. 900102- EG 
ORDER NO. 23 5 57 

Lee County Electric Cooperative, Inc. ) ISSUED : 10-02-90 
----------- _____________ ) 

The following Commissioners participated 
disposition of this matter: 

MICHAEL McK . WILSON, Chairman 
THOl1AS M. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
FRANK S . MESSERSMITH 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED AGENCY ACTION 
QRPER APPROVING LEE COUNTY ELECTRIC 

QQQPERATIVE , INC.'S CONSERVATION PLAN 

BY THE COMMISSION : 

in the 

NOTICE is hereby given by the Florida Public Service 
Commission that the action discussed herein is preliminary in 
nature and will become final unless a pe rson whose interests 
are adve rsely affected files a petition for a formal 
proceeding, pursuant to Rule 25- 22.029, Florida Administrative 
Code. 

CASE DACKGROUNP 

During the 1989 regular session , the Legislature of the 
State of Florida amended Section 366.82, Florida Statutes, 
requiring this Commission to adopt goals for inc reasing the 
efficiency of e nergy cons umption and incre asing the 
development of cogeneration. Section 366.82 , Florida Statutes 
also directed the Commission to require affected elec tric and 
natural gas utilities to submit updated energy conservation 
programs. On November 14, 1989 the Commission issued Order 
No . 22186 , adopting the goals stated in Rule 25-17.001 , 
Florida Administ ra tive Code , and required the affected 
utilities to submit new and revised plans and programs to meet 
t he goals within 90 days of the issuance of the Order. Also 
in the Order, the Commission stated t hat the conservation 
programs will be judged by the following criteria: 
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1. Does each component program advance the policy objectives 
set forlh in Rule 25- 17.001 and the FEECA statute? 

2 . Is each component program directly monitorable and yield 
measurable results? 

3. Is each component program cost effective? (The Commission 
stated that municipal and cooperative utilities were free 
to implement non- cost effective programs if they so 
desired). 

The utilities were directed t o file programs in four 
areas: (1) demand side management programs; (2) natural gas 
programs where cost effective; (3) residential energy audits; 
and (4) a program for attracting qualifying facilities 
(cogeneration) into its service area. 

Subsequently the Commission deleted that part of Order No. 
22176 requiring the electric utiliti e s promotion of gas 
programs. 

Conservation Plan 

We agree with our Staff ' s recommendation that Lee County's 
conservation programs lis t ed below should be approved: 

Residential Ene rgy Audits 
free energy audit program 
which include low- cost or 
measures. 

(Free): Lee County offers a 
that provides recommendations 

no-cost energy conservation 

Detailed Residential Energy Audits (Paid): e e County 
offers a detailed, computer-assisted analys i s providing 
specific energy conservation recommendations to customers. 

Load Management: Lee County ' s residential load ffianagement 
program offers monthly credits to customers who volunteer 
to part icipate . Out of 100 , 805 customers eligible to 
participate in the load management program in 1989, Lee 
County had 23,727 participants ( 23 . 5\ participation 
rate). Demand savings attributed to this program average 
1.67 KW/customer in tho winter and 1.25 KW/customer in the 
summer. 

Energy Code Instruction/System Planning: Lee County 
offers a Good Cents Home Program whi ch incorporates 
specific measures in the design and construction of a new 
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residential home. Lee County offers free assistance to 
participants in this program, which is available to any 
residential customer building a new home . Features of the 
Good Cents program include: enhanced insulation; properly 
sized heating and cooling equipment; alternative water 
heati ng system such as waste heat recovery or heat pump; 
and shaded or tinted windows . Incorporation of Good Cents 
features results in an additional customer cost of $1500. 
Lee County had 2,119 participants in this program in 
1989. Demand savings attributed to this program average 
0.6 KW/customer annually . Energy savings r esulting from 
this program average 2400 KWH per customer annually. 

Cogeneration (through Seminole Electric Cooperative's 
standard offer tariff): Seminole and its Members have 
adopted an integrated approach to implementing Seminole's 
and the Members' obligation under PURPA and FERC rules, in 
whi ch Seminole would purchase e nergy and capacity from 
qualifying facilities and the Members would provi de retail 
service to qualifying facilities. 

In consideration of the foregoing , it is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that Lee 
County Electric Cooperative, Inc. ' s conservation plan as 
described in the body of this Order is approved. 

ORDERED that if a protest is filed within 20 days of the 
date of this Order it wi 11 be resolved by the appropriate 
Commission panel pursuant to Rul e 25- 22.006(3)(d), Florida 
Administrative Code . 

By ORDER of the Florida Public Se rvic e Commission, 
thiS 2 ad day Of 0CTOB ER I 9 9 0 

( S E A L ) 
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NOTICE OF FUBTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Serv~ce Commission is required by 
Section 120.59(4), Florida Statutes , to notify parties o f any 
admi nistrative hea ring or judicial review of Commission orders 
t ha t is available unde r Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida 
Statutes, as well as the procedures and time limits that 
arply. This notice should not be construed to mean all 
requests fo r an administrative hearing or judicial review will 
be granted o r result in the r e li e f sought. 

The action propose d he rein is preliminary in nature and 
will not become effec tive o r final , except as provided by Rule 
25- 22.029, Florida Admi nistrative Code . Any person whose 
substantial interests are affected by the action proposed by 
t hi s order may file a pet it ion f o r a formal proceeding, as 
provided by Rule 25- 22.029( 4) , Florida Administrati ve Code , in 
the form provided by Rule 25-22.036 ( 7)(a) and (f), Florida 
Administrative Code. This petition must be received by the 
Director , Division of Reco rds and Repo rt ing at his office at 
101 East Ga ines Street , Tallahassee , Flo rida 32399 - 0870, by 
t he close of busi ness on Oc t ober 2 ) , 1990 

In the absence of s uc h a peti t ion, this o rder shall become 
e ffective on the day subsequent to the above date as provided 
by Rule 25-22 . 029(6), Florida Administra t ive Code, and as 
reflected in a subsequent o r de r. 

Any object ion or protest filed in this docke t before the 
issuance date of this order is considered abandoned unless it 
satisfies the for egoi ng conditions and is r e newed within the 
specif ied protest period. 

If this order becomes final and ef f ective on the date 
described above, any party adve r se l y affected may request 
judicial revi ew by the Florida Supreme Court in the case of an 
e l ectric , gas or telephone utility or by the Firs t District 
Court of Appeal in the case of a water or sewe r ut i lity by 
filing a notice of appeal with t he Director , Div ision of 
Records and Repo r ting and filing a copy of the notice of 
appeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. This 
filing must be completed withi n thirty ( 30) days of the 
effecti ve date of this order, purs uant to Rule 9 . 110, Flor ida 
Rules of Appel late Procedure . The notice of appeal must be in 
the form specifie d in Rule 9 . 900(a), Florida Rules of 
Appellate Procedu re. 
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