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CLERK OF CIRCUIT AND COUNTY COURTS

RECORDER AND COMPTROLLER
GULF COUNTY, FLORIDA

REBECCA L. NORRIS, CLERK
1000 Cecil G Caostin, Sr. Bivd., Port Si. Joe, Florida 32456

To: Jeremy T.M. Novak, County Attorney
From: Rebecca L Norris, Clerk of Court f\,\_ﬁ Yo
CC:  Don Butler, Chief Administrator

Date: April 20, 2012

Re: Fire Department financial reporting/administrative structure for non-profit organization

This purpose of this memo is to provide you with an update to the response | received following
your meeting with the Gulf County Fire Departments on February 10, 2011 and from your
memo to each volunteer department explaining their options for financial reporting of private
donations and contributions.

Three of the volunteer fire departments remitted their private funds to the Clerk’s office in lieu
of establishing a 501(c)(3) non-profit organization: Beaches VFD, Wetappo VFD, and Dalkeith
VED. One of the volunteer fire departments has formed a 501(c)(3) organization: South Gulf
County VFD.

There has been no response from the following fire departments: Highland View VFD, White
City VFD, Stonemill Creek VFD, Overstreet VFD, and Howard Creek VFD.

Telephone Nos. Board of County Commissioners
(850} 229-6113 Meets
{850) 639-5068 Second Tuesday at 6:00 p.m., ET

(850} 229-4174 FAX Fourth Tuesday at 600 p.m, ET
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Carla Hand
From: Carla Hand [chand@gulfcierk.com]
Sent: Friday, April 20, 2012 10:57 AM
To: ‘wolfgane@dor.state.fl.us’'
Cc: '‘Donald Butler’; 'Lynn Lanier'; 'Jeremy Novak'; 'Becky Norris'
Subject: H.B. 5301 - Revenue Sharing & Haif-Cent Sales Tax Revenue - Security for Debt - Gulf
County
Ms. Wolfgang

Please accept this email as response to your letter dated April 13, 2012.

There are no bonds or any other debt directly secured by revenue sharing under 218.26 F.S. or half-cent sales tax
revenue under 218.61, F.S.

Regards

Carla A. Hand, CPA, CGFO

Finance Officer

Gulf County Clerk of Courts

"Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address
released in response to a public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead,
contact this office by telephone or in writing."
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Office of the General Counsel

Post Office Box 6668 =z
.y -~ Tallahassee, Florida 32314-6668 f_’
DEPARTMENT co
OF REVENUE Nancy Staff Terrel, General Counsel
)
=
Executive Director —
Lisa Vickers o
w
w

April 13, 2012

Ms. Carla Hand

Finance Director

Gulf County

1000 Ceci! G. Costin Sr Blvd, Rm#148

Port St. Joe, F1 32456

Dear Ms. Hand:

Pursuant to s. 409.915, F.S, each county is required to pay its pro rata share of the total county participation in the
Medicaid program based upon billing statements issued by Agency for Health Care Administration (AHCA). On
March 29, 2012, the Governor signed into law H.B. 5301 (Ch. 2012-33, Laws of Fla.). This law requires the
Department of Revenue to reduce revenues that the county receives through revenue sharing (under s. 218.26, F.S.)
and through the half-cent sales tax program (under s. 218.61, F.S.) based on the AHCA certified Medicaid billings

for the county.

The Department of Revenue has been charged with ensuring, based on information provided by the affected
counties, that any reduction in funds does not reduce the amount of distribution to a county below the amount
necessary for the timely payment of principal and interest when due on bonds directly secured by either of these
revenue sources or amounts necessary to comply with any covenant under the bond resolution, indenture or other
documents relating to the issuance of the bonds. Because this law requires that the Department of Revenue act

as soon as May, this information is needed no later than April 27, 2012.
At a minimum, you must provide the Department of Revenue with the following information:

The annual amount below which debt service would not be met on bonds or amounts necessary to comply
with any covenant under the bond resolution, indenture or other documents relating to the issuance of the
bonds. Please provide a summary and documents which fully substantiate the amount provided.

A list of each series of bonds or any other debt directly secured by revenue sharing under s.
218.26, F.S., including annual payment obligations, debt service schedules and total amount

secured.

o A list of each series of bonds or any other debt directly secured by half-cent sales tax revenue
under s. 218.61, F.S., including annual payment obligations, debt service schedules and total

amount secured.

Failure to respond by April 27, 2012, will result in the presumption that the amounts necessary to comply with the
debt service obligations referenced above will not be impaired by a reduction in funds.

Child Support Enforcement — Ann Coffin, Director ¢ General Tax Administration — Jim Evers, Director
Property Tax Oversight - James McAdams, Director ® |nformation Services — Tony Powell, Director

TELEPHONE: 850-617-8347 www.myflorida.com/dor FAX: 850-488-7112 3




All documents and correspondence should be emailed, faxed or mailed to:

Ellen Wolfgang
wolfgane@dor.state.fl.us
(850) 488-7112 (fax)

Department of Revenue
Office of the General Counsel
Post Office Box 6668
Tallahassee, Florida 32314-6668

We apologize for the urgency of this request, but unfortunately it is necessitated by the dates contained in the
legislation. Thank you for your immediate attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Ellen Wolfgang
Assistant General Counsel
Department of Revenue




THE HoLLAND BUILDING, SUITE 251
600 SouTH CALHOUN STREET
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0001

OFFICE OF ENERGY
(850) 487-3800
(850) 922-9701 Fax

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND CONSUMER SERVICES
CoMMISSIONER ADaM H. Purnam

April 23, 2012 =

The Honorable Carmen L. McLemore

Chair, Board of County Commissioners of Gulf County

1000 Cecil G Costin SR Boulevard

Port St. Joe, Florida 32456-1653 -

Ty

RE:  Grant Number #17611 (Formerly ARE042)
On-Site Monitoring Visit (April 16, 2012)

oo

Dear Chairman McLemore:

On April 16, 2012, April Groover and Kevin Dawkins of our staff met with representatives of
your community to monitor the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) project
identified above. This letter, which contains no “findings” and no “concerns,” is a summary of that visit.
Monitoring is based on an examination of documentation that supports the grant Recipient’s compliance
with the grant agreement, state statutes, and federal regulations. We monitored the following areas for

compliance: P
e National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) Review ™~
¢ Financial Management System Review
e Labor Standards =
e Procurement Tl
e Program Administration

Following is a summary of the areas examined and the results of the monitoring.

Bl 2- A

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) Review

As required by National Environmental Policy Act of 1968, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.),
and 40 CFR 1500, all Recipients of federal funds must conduct an environmental review of the project
and its activities and certify compliance with applicable federal regulations, as well as state and local
laws. The Recipient has taken appropriate action to assess the environmental impact of the project and its
activities and if necessary, has informed the public of the environmental requirements by publishing a
concurrent notice. The environmental review record, particularly the assessment action, was reviewed in
detail. The U.S. Department of Energy completed and approved the environmental review on January 3,
2012. There were no findings or concerns.

1-800-HELPFLA Florida. www.FreshFromFlorida.com

sz Ll




Financial Management System Review

We reviewed the Financial Management System to ensure compliance with requirements for fund
control, cost allowability and accountability stated as identified in OMB Circulars A-21, A-87, A-122 and
other applicable regulations. In reviewing the Recipient’s record-keeping system, we examined
documentation that the grant funds were incorporated into the Recipient’s annual operating budget;
reviewed how accounting records, including cash receipts and disbursement ledgers were maintained;
checked for evidence that duties were segregated; established whether the request for funds file was
complete; and ensured compliance with audit procedures. There were no findings or concerns.

Labor Standards

The Davis-Bacon Act and other related acts require federal grant Recipients to monitor
construction contractors and subcontractors to ensure that they comply with specific labor standard
requirements. This review consisted of monitoring payrolls and project files to determine whether the
Recipient is documenting the following;:

The proper wage decision is included in each contract.
Any needed wage conformance requests are processed.
Payrolls are being obtained and reviewed.

Employee interviews are being conducted.

Any problems that arise are resolved in a timely manner.

M

The review indicates that labor standards requirements are being met.
Program Administration

This review focuses on whether the Recipient has a project management system that complies
with program requirements. We reviewed the filing system, record retention, and record access '
procedures for compliance with 10 CFR 600.242. Project progress was compared to the Scope of Work to
determine on-time performance and expenditures. If non-grant funds were pledged in the application, we
reviewed the amount expended to date. If program income was generated, its disposition was examined.
There were no findings or concerns.

Procurement

Office of Energy-funded grants, including grant modifications, must comply with applicable
federal procurement regulations and state laws. The principal federal procurement regulation is contained
in 10 CFR 600.236. Procurement of certain professional services is also subject to 287.055, Florida
Statutes, (also known as the Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act, or CCNA). No breach of
statutory, regulatory, or contractual provisions was noted under this area during the visit.

Please be aware that this report does not relieve your jurisdiction of its obligation to continue to
administer the grant according to federal and state laws, the program rule, and sound management

During future monitoring trips, we will monitor the following areas:
¢ Audit Review

¢ National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) Review

e Financial Management System Review

o Labor Standards




e  Program Administration
e  Procurement

We appreciate the helpful and cooperative attitude of those who provided assistance during the
visit. If you have questions on this report or wish to have additional information, please call April
Groover, Grant Manager at (850) 922-0999 or contact her at April.Groover@freshfromflorida.com.

L

Sincerely yours,

Alexandgr Mack /
Program Administrator

AM/ag

Cc: Towan Kopinsky, Grant Writer/Coordinator




Rick Scott
GOVERNOR

Cynthia R. Lorenzot

Intanm Executive DIrectoges

-

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT o -
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY ;{J
March 21, 2012 =T

pay

The Honorable Warren Yeager, Jr.
Chairman, Gulf County

Board of County Commissioners
1000 Cecil G. Costin, Jr. Boulevard
Port St. Joe, Florida 32456

Dear Chairman Yeager:

I am writing to remind you of the requirement that local governments adopt criteria into their
comprehensive plan to achieve compatibility of lands adjacent or closely proximate to military installations and

to offer our assistance in helping you to meet this provision. The Legislature has established a June 30, 2012,
deadline for meeting this requirement.

Florida is home to 20 major military installations and three unified combatant commands. The military
accounts for about 10 percent of Florida's economy. Recognizing the importance of the Defense Industry to the
state and its local governments, the Legislature requires local governments with lands adjacent of closely
proximate to a military installation to incorporate strategies into their comprehensive plan to achieve compatible

land uses, ensure public safety, and facilitate the continued presence of major military installations in this state
(please see s. 163.3177(6)(a)3.b and 11, F.S.)

Section 163.3175(2), F.S., identifies the local governments required to adopt these amendments, and
your jurisdiction is included on the list; however, according to our records the Department has not yet received
your amendments. The statutes direct that if this requirement is not met by the deadline, the local government,
the military installation, the state land planning agency, and other parties as identified by the regional planning
coungcil, shall enter into mediation. If the requirement is still not met by December 31, 2013, the agency may
notify the Administration Commission, who may impose sanctions.

If our records are wrong, please contact me at your earliest convenience so we can update our files. My
staff is available to assist you in the development of the amendments. We have numerous examples from other
local governments similar to yours who have met this requirement that we would be happy to share.

The Caldwell Building 107 E. Madison Street  Tallahassee, Florida 32399-4120 I 7 A
850.245.7105 TTY/TDD 1-800-955-8771  Voice 1-800-955-8770 FloridaJobs.org .




The Honorable Warren Yeager, Jr
March 21, 2012
Page Two

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (850)717-8499
(mike.mcdaniel @deo.myflorida.com) or Ana Richmond at (850)717-8509
(Ana.Richmond @deo.mytlorida.com).

Sincerely,

Mike McDaniel, Chief
Bureau of Community Planning

MM/dre

cc: David Richardson, Gulf County Planner
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Hunting F. Deutsch
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Rick Scott

GOVERNOR

’FLORlDA DEPARTMENT!Jf
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY

April 23,2012 ’

The Honorable William C. Williams III, Chairman

Gulf County Board of Commissioners
1000 Cecil G. Costin, Senior Boulevard, Room 302

Port St. Joe, Florida 32456

Re: Disaster Recovery Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Contract Number 10DB-K4-02-33-01-K15

Dear Mr. Chairman Williams:

A review of the proposed Modification Number 02 to the subgrant agreement referenced above,
transmitted from your office in a letter dated April 11, 2012, has been completed. The review indicates
that the revised work activity plan and grant extension request appear to be in accordance with program
requirements. An approved copy of the fully executed modification is enclosed with this letter. Please

retain the modification in the official Disaster Recovery CDBG subgrant files.

If you have questions regarding this matter, please contact Enid Ehrbar, Community Assistance
Consultant, at (850) 717-8446 or via e-mail at enid.ehrbar@deo.myflorida.com.

Sincerely,

///5/: [an e

Bob Dennis
Community Program Manager

BD/ee
P -
Enclosure A
cc: Ms. Towan Kopinsky, Grant Coordinator, Gulf County T
Mr. Jeffery C. Winter, Jordon & Associates o
o

Florida Department of Economic Opportunity The Caldwell Building 107 E. Madison Street Tallahassee, FL 32399-4120
866.FLA.2345 850.245.7105 850.921 3223 Fax www.Floridajobs.org www.twitter com/FLDEQ www.facebook.com/FLDEO

An equal opportunity employer/program. Auxiliary aids and services are available upon request to individuals with disabilities. All voice1 o
telephone numbers an this document may be reached by persons using TTY/TDD equipment via the Florida Rejay sery(qa{'atf.jﬁ', P

- oslglie L




™
Department of Economic Opportunity — Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery Initiative Program . - 1 1
Modification to Subgrant Agreement " 10/01/2011

MODIFICATION NUMBER TWO (2) TO SUBGRANT AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY AND o
GULF COUNTY, FLORIDA G

This Modification is made and entered into by and between the State of Florida, Department of
Economic Opportunity, (“the Department™), and Gulf County, Florida, (“the Recipient”), to modify
DEO/DCA Contract Number 10DB-K4-02-33-01-K 15, award dated June 1, 2010, (“the Agreement”).

WHEREAS, the Department and the Recipient entered into the Agreement, pursuant to which the
Department provided a subgrant of $2,536,175.00 to the Recipient under the Community Development
Block Grant — Disaster Recovery Initiative (“CDBG-DRI”) Program as set forth in the Agreement;

WHEREAS, the Department and the Recipient desire to modify the Agreement;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 2011-142, Laws of Florida, the DCA Division
of Housing and Community Development was transferred to the Department of Economic Opportunity
effective October 1, 2011; and the parties wish to reflect the new name.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises of the parties contained herein,
the parties agree as follows:

[ ] Reinstate Agreement
1. The Agreement is hereby reinstated as though it had not expired.
X Extend Agreement

2. Paragraph 3, Period of Agreement is hereby revised to reflect an ending date of July 31, 2012.

[X] Revise Activity Work Plan
3. The Attachment I, Activity Work Plan section of the Agreement is hereby deleted and is
replaced by the revised Attachment I, Activity Work Plan section, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference.
[ ] Revise Program Budget and Scope of Work
4. The Attachment A, Program Budget section of the Agreement is hereby deleted and is

replaced by the revised Attachment A, the Program Budget, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference.

11




Department of Economic Opportunity — Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery Initiative Program 1 2
Modification to Subgrant Agreement 10/01/201 1

Modification Number: Two (2)

DEO/DCA Contract Number: 10DB-K4-02-33-01-K15
Recipient: Gulf County, Florida

Page 2

[] Change in Participating Parties

5. The Attachment A, Program Budget section, is hereby modified to delete all references to
“N/A,” as the Participating Party, and replace them with “N/A” as the Participating Party with
the understanding that the Recipient and the new Participating Party will enter into a
Participating Party Agreement containing provisions and caveats that meet or exceed the
conditions agreed to in the Participating Party Agreement between the Recipient and the
original Participating Party.

[] Inclusion of an Unmet Need as Addressed in the Original Application

6. The Attachment A, Program Budget section of the Agreement is hereby deleted and is
replaced by the revised Attachment A, the Program Budget, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference.

7. The Attachment I, Activity Work Plan section of the Agreement is hereby deleted and is
replaced by the revised Attachment I, Activity Work Plan section, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference.

[l Change in Number of Accomplishments and/or Beneficiaries

8. The Attachment A, Program Budget section of the Agreement is hereby deleted and is
replaced by the revised Attachment A, the Program Budget, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference.

D4 Reflect Change in Agency from DCA to DEO AR - Aceomplishesl in Nep. #l.
e

9. This modification to the Subgrant Agreement hereby replaces “Department of Community
Affairs” with “Department of Economic Opportunity” where appropriate in context.

[ ] Other: N/A

12




Department of Economic Opportunity — Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery Initiative Program 1 3
Modification to Subgrant Agreement 10/01/2011

Modification Number: Two (2)

DEO/DCA Contract Number: 10DB-K4-02-33-01-K15
Recipient: Gulf County, Florida

Page 3

All provisions of the Agreement and any attachments thereto in conflict with this Modification
shall be and are hereby changed to conform to this Modification, effective as of the date of the execution
of this Modification by both parties.

All provisions not in conflict with this Modification remain in full force and effect, and are to be
performed at the level specified in the Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this document as of the dates set
herein.

Department of Economic Opportunity Recipient: Gulf County, Florida
o Mo boce, W -
Name: Ken Reecy Name: William C. Williams, III
Title: Assistant Director Title: Chairman

Division of Community Development Board of County Commissioners
Date: %-[Y'{L/ Date: Lllb/ll I[!}

13
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REPRESENTING .

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ’

JEFF ATWATER
STATE OF FLORIDA

yi

S UYL

April 19, 2012

Chairman Warren Yeager, Jr.

Gulf County Board of County Commissioners
1000 Ceci! G. Costin, Sr. Blvd.

Port St. Joe, FL 32456

Dear Chairman Yeager:

On behalf of the Department of Financial Services, Division of State Fire Marshal, Bureau of
Fire and Arson Investigations (DFS-SFM-BFAI) Northwest Region, I am contacting you for
your support in proclaiming May 6-12 as Arson Awareness Week. The theme for this year’s
Arson Awareness Week is “"Prevent Youth Firesetting.”

We are pleased to partner with the U.S. Fire Administration (USFA) in the education of
others in an attempt to help reduce the occurrences of juveniles involved with setting fires.
Any fire has the potential to be devastating to everyone involved. If we are able to prevent
some of the fires started by juveniles, through education and awareness, then we help our
community in protecting one of our most valuable resources-our children.

The National Fire Protection Association states that fires started by children playing
accounted for an average of 56,300 fires with associated losses of 110 civilian deaths, 880
civilian injuries, and $286 million in direct property damage per year between 2005 and
2009.

According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s Uniform Crime Reporting Program, kids
younger than 18 years of age accounted for roughly 46 percent of arson arrests from 2005
to 2010. In 2010, 40 percent of arson arrests were juveniles, and 48 percent of those
children were under 16 years of age.

By raising awareness to the complexity of juvenile firesetting, and collaborating with our fire
service and law enforcement partners, in addition to educators and the community, we
stand a better chance at reducing the staggering statistics of juvenile firesetters.

Please join with the many communities that have already proclaimed this week as “Arson
Awareness Week.” Attached is a sample resolution and proclamation that can be used to

assist you in recognizing Arson Awareness Week. 5; Ve

| Re] -
If you have any further questions, please contact me at 850-453-7803. : E
Respectfull yours N
NS

Gloria B Whltehurst Captaln T =
Enc. i‘ s

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF FINANCIAL SERVICES
Gloria B. Whitehurst  Captain
Division of State Fire Marshal e Bureau of Fire and Arson Investigations
610 East Burgess Road ® Pensacola, Florida 32504  Tel. 850-453-7803 # Fax 850-474-5339 . ., ; L;4.g1 'z
Email e Gloria. Whitehurst@mytloridacfo.com - o
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2012 National Arson Awareness Week 18
Resolution

WHEREAS, the theme for 2012 Arson Awareness Week is Prevent Youth
Firesetting; and

WHEREAS, between 2005 - 2009, fires started by children playing accounted for
an average of 56,300 fires with associated losses of 110 civilian deaths, 880
civilian injuries and $286 million in direct property damage per year; and

WHEREAS in 2010, 40% of arson arrests were juveniles with 47.6 % of those
children under 16 years of age; and

WHEREAS, parents should teach young children that fire is a tool, not a toy;
keep matches and lighters out of reach; and set a good example by safely using
matches, lighters and fire; and

WHEREAS, we will use the week of May 6-12 to focus public attention on the
importance of a collaborative effort with fire and emergency service
departments, law enforcement, mental health, social services, schools, and
juvenile justice to help reduce the occurrence of juveniles engaged with fire;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, I, [Official’'s name], [Official’s title] of [City or State], on
behalf of its citizens do hereby proclaim May 6-12, 2012, to be Arson Awareness
Week.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the [Official] and [Cabinet or Council, etc.] pay
special tribute to all fire and law enforcement investigative agencies for their
dedicated and tireless service.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the [Official] and [Cabinet or Council, etc.] of the
[City or State] have hereunto subscribed their names and have caused the
Official Seal of the [City and County or State] to be hereunto affixed in the

[City or State] of on this day of

2012.

[Signature]
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2012 National Arson Awareness Week 19
Proclamation

WHEREAS, the theme for 2012 Arson Awareness Week is Prevent Youth
Firesetting; and

WHEREAS, between 2005 - 2009, fires started by children playing accounted for
an average of 56,300 fires with associated losses of 110 civilian deaths, 880
civilian injuries and $286 million in direct property damage per year; and

WHEREAS in 2010, 40% of arson arrests were juveniles with 47.6 % of those
children under 16 years of age; and

WHEREAS, parents should teach young children that fire is a tool, not a toy;
keep matches and lighters out of reach; and set a good example by safely using
matches, lighters and fire; and

WHEREAS, we will use the week of May 6-12 to focus public attention on the
importance of a collaborative effort with fire and emergency service
departments, law enforcement, mental health, social services, schools, and
juvenile justice to help reduce the occurrence of juveniles engaged with fire;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED, that The International Association of
Arson Investigators, Inc., Board of Directors meeting in Executive Session on
November 1, 1985, in Atlanta, Georgia, hereby proclaims the week, beginning
on May 4, 1986, as National Arson Awareness Week, and the first full week of
May shall be so designated each year thereafter.
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Lynn Lanier

From: Satter, lan [lan.Satter@dot. myflorida.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2012 10:04 AM
Subject: Construction Begins on State Road 22

124 2= WNTIT

For Immediate Release:

Donna Green, 850-415-9661
May 2, 2012

donna.ereen(@dot.state.fl.us

Construction Begins on State Road 22

Chipley — Construction begins Monday, May 14 on State Road 22 in Bay County from Star
Avenue to the Gulf County line. Drivers can expect daily lane closures through July 1 from 7
a.m. to 6 p.m. between the Callaway Bayou Bridge and the Gulf County line.

The project includes resurfacing, minor drainage work, pavement markings and signage. The
traffic signal at Star Avenue will be replaced with mast arm (metal) poles. Southbound left and
right turn lanes, a northbound left turn lane and a westbound right turn lane will be added at
Star Avenue. County Road 2297 will also receive an eastbound right turn lane.

Drivers are reminded to pay attention to the speed limit when traveling through the construction
area, and to use caution, especially at night when driving in work zones.

For more Florida Department of Transportation District Three information follow us on twitter
@mytdot_nwil.

www.dot.state.fl. us
Consistent, Predictable, Repeatable




District Three Public Information Office 23
1074 Highway 90

Chipley, Florida 32428

888-638-0250, ext. 661 (Phone & Extension)

fou

My Work Schedule
Mon. to Thurs. - 7 a.m. until 4:30 p.m. CST
Fri. - 7 a.m. until 11 a.m. CST

Please note: Fiorida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from state officials regarding state
business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail communications may be subject to public
disclosure. Under Fiorida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a
public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. instead, contact this office by phone or in writing. (Chapter 119, Florida
Statutes).
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The Florida House of Representatives
Representative Hazelle P. Rogers

District 94
Democratic Deputy Whip
District Office: Tallahassee Office:
Corporate Park of Inverrary 1302 The Capitol
3800 Inverrary Boulevard, Suite 100-J 402 S. Monroe Street
Lauderhill, FL 33319 Tallahassee, F1. 32399
(954) 497-3367 (850) 488-8234

(954) 497-3369 (fax)

April 11, 2012

Mr. Davin J. Suggs

Senior Legislative Advocate
Florida Association of Counties
100 South Monroe Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Dear Mr. Suggs:

January 1, 2012, began the year long commemoration of the 50th Anniversary of the Independence of
the Countries of Jamaica and the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago. They will be celebrating their Golden
Jubilee in the month of August 2012.

| have been asked by the Consul Generals of both Countries in Miami to assist in obtaining a
Proclamation from each county to honor the diversity of our communities in recognition of this special
celebration. Please see attached draft proclamations as a guide. We would appreciate receiving by May

8th.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office at (954) 497-3367.

Fa
§

Yours truly,

17

Hazelle P. Rogers
State Representative, District 94
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Committees
Transportation & Economic Development Appropriations Committee - Democratic Ranking Member
Ruiemaking & Regulation Subcommittee * Joint Administrative Procedures Commuttee * Finance & Tax Committee
Redistricting Committee * House Redistricting Subcommittee




PROCLAMATION
JAMAICA

The people of the City of join the Country of Jamaica and Jamaicans in Florida in
commemorating the 50® Anniversary of Jamaica's Independence. We celebrate the
establishment of a Jamaica that has offered to the world a rich cultural heritage and a wealth of
diversity that affirms a people that have overcome obstacles and forged a path of self
determination.

Jamaica, once a Spanish possession known as Santiago, in 1655 became a British colony.
After more than 300 years of British colonial rule, Jamaica gained independence in 1962.
Shortly thereafter, Sir Clifford Campbell, formerly President of the Senate, became the first
Jamaican-born Governor General to be appointed.

With 2.8 million people, it is the third most populous Anglophone country in the Americas,
after the United States and Canada. The country remains a Commonwealth realm in concert
with the Monarchy of Jamaica holding ultimate executive power, where Queen Elizabeth Il is
the current head of state represented by the Governor General. Kingston is the country's largest
city and the capital.

Jamaica has become famous for the outstanding achievements and warmth of her people
and as a vacation destination of choice with spectacular beauty and attractions and
manifested traditions of strong cultural heritage. Additionally, Jamaica’s Diaspora has
established itself in every continent of the world including North America and especially in
the United States of America. The Jamaican Diaspora maintains a long tradition of
friendship and interaction in trade and commerce and socio-economic development, and as
part of the Caribbean-American Diaspora, in the State of Florida and elsewhere, continues
to excel in every field of endeavor.

On the anniversary of Jamaica’s 50" Independence, we celebrate this friendship and look
forward to realizing our common goals and aspirations.

We would like you to join us in extending greetings and best wishes to all Jamaican nationals
here and abroad as we honor the friendship between the people of Florida and Jamaica in
celebrating the 50" Anniversary of Independence.

25
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PROCLAMATION
The Republic of Trinidad and Tobago

The people of the City of join the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago in
commemorating the 50th Anniversary of Independence of the twin islands of
Trinidad and Tobago. We celebrate the establishment of a Republic that has
offered to the world a rich cultural heritage and a wealth of diversity that affirms a
people that have overcome obstacles and forged a path of self determination.

Trinidad and Tobago was a former British crown colony until August 31, 1962,
when they were granted Independence. Trinidad and Tobago has continually
~stepped up to the challenge of emerging as a self sufficient and respected nation.

Trinidad and Tobago and the United States of America have always had a deep
abiding relationship built and is known to be one of the most multi-cultural
country liking to the United States.

From the colorful Carnival celebrations that grace our city to the indigenous foods
that have found a place in our culture, Trinidad and Tobago’s cultural traditions
have also found a home in the United States of America and here in :

Our two countries have shared a common history of defending and promoting
ethnic and religious tolerance. When we continue to expand diversity and bring
more people together, it enriches the fabric of both our countries.

The strength of the bond between Trinidad and Tobago and the United States of
America is exemplified by the strong community of Americans of Trinidad and
Tobago descent, and continues to enrich our Nation with its diversity and helps
maintain the relationship between our countries.

On the anniversary of Trinidad and Tobago's Independence, we celebrate this
friendship and look forward to realizing our common goals and aspirations.

Please join us in extending greetings and well wishes to all Trinidad & Tobago
nationals in commemorating the 50™ Anniversary of the Independence of
Trinidad and Tobago.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 100461-El
ORDER NO. PSC-12-0225-PAA-EI]
ISSUED: April 30, 2012

In re: Petition for approval of nuclear
decommissioning cost study, by Progress
Energy Florida, Inc.

The following Commissioners participated in the disposition of this matter:

RONALD A. BRISE, Chairman r2
LISA POLAK EDGAR o
ART GRAHAM
EDUARDO E. BALBIS "
JULIE 1. BROWN )

NOTICE OF PROPOSED AGENCY ACTION
ORDER APPROVING ACCRUALS FOR NUCLEAR DECOMMISSIONING  -_

BY THE COMMISSION:

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 person whose interests
are substantially affected files a petition for a formal proceeding, pursuant to Rule 25-22.029.
Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).

BACKGROUND

Nuclear Decommissioning

Decommissioning involves the process of dismantling and removing materials and
equipment that are no longer used and useful but which remain following retirement of the
nuclear generating unit. While the definition does not include the removal and disposal of spent
fuel, on-site storage facilities for spent fuel are included. Decommissioning changes the
licensing status of the nuclear power plant site from operational to possession-only, and possibly,
at some future date, to unrestricted use.

The primary objective of a decommissioning trust fund is to have enough money on hand
at decommissioning to meet all required expenses at the lowest possible cost to utility ratepayers.
No set of investment policies will meet this goal with certainty. The management of the fund.
therefore, must be concerned with both the preservation of contributions and the purchasing
power of the contributions. By Order No. 21928," we required that the fund’s assets carn a

! See Order No. 21928, issued September 29, 1989, in Docket No. 870098-El, In re: Petitions for approval of an
increase in the accrual of nuclear decommissioning costs by Florida Power Corporation and Florida Power & Light

TTENGT R T e e
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FPSC-COMiTISCION 1 FRK
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ORDER NO. PSC-12-0225-PAA-EI
DOCKET NO. 100461-El
PAGE 2

consistent positive real return over a market cycle. The imposed minimum fund earnings rate
has been at least the rate of inflation measured by the Consumer Price Index (CPI) over each
five-year review period.

We also approved the external sinking funding method by Order No. 21928% In
determining the annual provision for decommissioning, the current cost estimate is escalated to
the expected dates of actual decommissioning. The escalation rate used can be determined from
a variety of sources, including a combination of the general economic inflation rates and
inflation rates for decommissioning labor, transportation, and burial of nuclear waste. Once the
escalated decommissioning amount is known, a sinking fund annuity is calculated to determine
the annual annuity. This annual annuity plus the earnings on the annuities, net of taxes, will
grow to the escalated decommissioning amount.

Progress Energy Florida. Inc. (PEF or Company) provides for financial assurance through
monthly contributions to its nuclear decommissioning trust funds.® PEF’s funds are held in trust
with State Street Bank and Trust Company as trustee. PEF believes that its external sinking
funds comply with the NRC’s final rule and the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) requirements,
and that reasonable financial assurance is provided that funds will be available for
decommissioning.

The IRS has few requirements pertaining to the control of nuclear decommissioning
funds. The IRS Regulations are silent as to how funds qualified under the Internal Revenue
Code are to be managed. The IRS does require that in order for contributions to a Qualified
Fund to be deductible for tax purposes, we must specifically address certain issues, such as, the
after-tax rate of return to be earned by the amounts collected for decommissioning, the total
estimated cost of decommissioning, and the frequency of the contributions to the nuclear
decommissioning fund for a tax year.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) accepts the following three
decommissioning methods: prompt removal/dismantling (DECON), entombment (ENTOMB),
and mothballing with delayed dismantling (SAFSTOR). One alternative to complete
decommissioning involves repowering the electric generating system after the original nuclear
steam supply has been isolated and decommissioned. The NRC recommends prompt
dismantlement absent a clear showing of why a nuclear plant should be decommissioned on a
delayed basis.

The NRC and this Commission have recognized the desirability of performing site-
specific cost studies, since such studies account for factors unique to an individual nuclear unit.
A major change was made in PEF’s 1994 site-specific decommissioning cost study regarding the

Company. On June 20, 2001, Florida Power Corporation (FPC) was acquired by Carolina Power & Light Company
and became Progress Energy Florida, Inc., effective January 1, 2003.

2 id.

’ The monthly contribution at the present time is zero for PEF’s nuclear unit.
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treatment of spent fuel generated during the operation of the nuclear unit.* While the disposal of
spent fuel assemblies (high-level waste) generated during a unit’s operations is not considered a
decommissioning expense, the presence of those assemblies on-site does affect the costs to
decommission nuclear facilities. In light of uncertainties of the Department of Energy (DOE)
meeting its 1998 deadline for the acceptance of spent nuclear fuel (SNF) or the 2010 date for a
permanent high level waste repository, we recognized in PEF’s 1994 Nuclear Decommissioning
Study that spent fuel may need to remain on-site long after decommissioning begins.
Accordingly, an allowance for on-site dry storage costs was made in determining the
decommissioning accruals for PEF’s nuclear unit. The primary goal of requiring this allowance
was to ensure that the money needed to fully decommission a nuclear unit is available when the
plant is retired, and recovered from those customers who have benefitted from the low-cost
nuclear generation. However, we found that these costs should continue to be reviewed
periodically.

Effective January 30, 2001, Rule 25-6.04365, F.A.C., was promulgated.” This rule
requires each utility that owns a nuclear unit to file a nuclear decommissioning study at least
once every five years, prescribes the method of calculating the accumulation of
decommissioning accruals, establishes fund performance guidelines, and requires notification of
communications with the NRC about major milestones concerning license renewal.

By Order No. PSC-02-0136—CO-EI,6 issued January 30, 2002, we revised PEF’s annual
decommissioning accruals to $7,654,524.7 Subsequently, we approved a Stipulation, in Order
No. PSC-O2-O655-AS-EI,8 issued May 14, 2002 that, among other things, suspended PEF’s
nuclear decommissioning accruals through the settlement period ending December 31, 2005.

By Order No. PSC-05-0945-S-El,” issued September 28, 2005, we approved a Stipulation
and Settlement that continued the suspension of PEF’s nuclear decommissioning annual accruals.
This Stipulation and Settlement approved PEF’s 2005 nuclear decommissioning study and
provided that PEF’s next decommissioning study was due on or before July 31, 2009.

In PEF’s 2009 rate case,'® we found that the issues associated with PEF’s 2008 nuclear
decommissioning study should be deferred from the rate case and addressed at the same time as

* See Order No. PSC-95-1531-FOF-El, issued December 12, 1995, in Docket No. 941352-El, In re: Petition for
approval of increase in accrual for nuclear decommissioning costs by Florida Power Corporation. (1994 PEF
Nuclear Decommissioning Study)

5 Docket Nos. 810100-E1, 870098-EIl, and 941352-El.

® See Order No. PSC-02-0136-CO-El, issued January 30, 2002, in Docket No. 001835-El, In_re; Petition for
approval of revised annual accrual for nuclear decommissioning costs by Florida Power Corporation; and Docket
No. 99193 1-EG, In re; Determination of appropriate method of recovery for the last core of nuclear fuel for Florida
Power & Light Company and Florida Power Corporation. (2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Studies)

” The effective date for PEF’s revised accruals was January 1, 2001,

¥ See Order No. PSC-02-0655-AS-El, issued May 14, 2002, in Docket No. 000824-El, In re: Review of FPC's
earnings including effects of acquisition by Carolina Power & Light.

° See Order No. PSC-05-0945-S-El, issued September 28, 20035, in Docket No. 050078-El, In re: Petition for rate
increase by Progress Energy Florida, Inc. (2005 PEF Settlement)

10 See Order No. PSC-10-0131-FOF-E], issued March 5, 2010, in Docket No. 090079-El, In re: Petition for increase
in rates by Progress Energy Florida, Inc. (2009 PEF Rate Case)
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Florida Power & Light Company’s (FPL) 2010 nuclear decommissioning study. While PEF was
not required to prepare a new site-specific decommissioning cost study, it was required to update
its 2008 study by incorporating the most currently-available escalation rates. On December 13,
2010, PEF filed its updated nuclear decommissioning study.  As part of the Settlement
Agreement approved in Order No. PSC-12-0104-FOF-EI, PEF is required to place its nuclear
unit, Crystal River Unit 3 (CR3), in extended cold shutdown effective January 1, 2011, at which
time depreciation and other accruals will be suspended or reversed until the unit is returned to
commercial operation or retired.!' 1n addition, PEF is required to file a Depreciation Study,
Fossil Dismantlement Study, and Nuclear Decommissioning Study on or before July 31, 2017.

End of Life Materials and Supplies and Last Core of Nuclear Fuel

In its review of the 2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study, we first addressed the
recovery of the level of materials and supplies (M&S) inventories and unburned fuel (Last Core)
expected to remain at the end of a nuclear unit’s life (EOL). We found that these unrecovered
costs are unique to the nuclear unit and are the direct result of the unit’s shut down. However,
we recognized that these costs do not satisfy the intent of nuclear decommissioning because they
do not involve the removal of the plant facility. We concluded that the unrecovered costs
associated with EOL M&S inventories and Last Core should be amortized over the remaining
life span of the site. Such recovery would ratably allocate the costs to those receiving the benefit
of the nuclear generation and avoid a burdensome expense at the time of unit shut down.

We found that the amortization of the costs associated with EOL M&S inventories
should be accounted for as a debit to nuclear maintenance expense with a credit to an unfunded
Account 228 reserve. For the EOL Last Core’s costs, we found that the amortization would be
recorded as a base rate fuel expense with a credit to an unfunded Account 228 reserve. The
annual amortization expense for PEF relating to the EOL Last Core costs was $1.1 million. The
annual amortization expense relating to M&S inventories was $1.5 million. We concluded that
for administrative ease, PEF should address these associated EOIL costs in subsequent
decommissioning studies so the related annual amortization expense could be revised, if
warranted.

Although PEF’s 2005 decommissioning study was approved by the 2005 PEF Settlement,
that study did not address EOL M&S or Last Core amortizations. The amortization amounts
approved in the 2000 decommissioning study, thus, were continued to be recorded.

We are vested with jurisdiction over these matters through several provisions of Chapter
366, Florida Statutes (F.S.), including sections 366.04, 366.05, 366.06.

" See Order No. PSC-12-0104-FOF-EI, issued March 8, 2012, in Docket No. 120022-El, In re: Petition for limited
proceeding to approve stipulation and settlement agreement by Progress Energy Florida, Inc.
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DECISION

L. Nuclear Decommissioning Accruals

PEF has filed an updated site-specific decommissioning cost study. The purpose of this
study is to recognize developments and changes affecting decommissioning cost estimates, and
to consider such factors as additional information, improvements in technology, and regulatory
changes that have transpired since the last decommissioning study.

A. Operating Licenses

The existing license expiration date for CR3 is December 3, 2016. On March 9, 2009,
the NRC docketed, or accepted for review, PEF’s application for a 20-year renewal of the
operating license for CR3, which would extend the operating license through 2036, if approved.
The current cost study assumes that the unit will operate through this extended license period.

B. Decommissioning Methods

Consistent with PEF’s 2000 and 2005 cost studies, PEF’s current study continues to
utilize the DECON decommissioning method. PEF believes the DECON decommissioning
method is the most cost-effective and most reasonable means for terminating the license for the
site in the shortest possible time.

C. Decommissioning Cost Estimates

The major cost drivers to the overall decommissioning costs are related to changes in
program management and spent fuel storage. While the scope may not have changed, there are
differences in the base assumptions since the 2005 study.

As with its previous decommissioning cost studies, PEF commissioned TLG Services
Inc. (TLG) to develop the decommissioning base cost estimates. These estimates are based on a
number of assumptions, including regulatory requirements, project contingencies, low-level
radioactive waste disposal practices, high-level radioactive waste management options, and site
restoration requirements. The estimates assume a five and one-half year cooling period for the
spent nuclear fuel (SNF) that resides on-site when operations cease. Once cooled, the SNF will
be transferred to either a DOE site or to an independent spent fuel storage installation (ISFSI) for
interim storage. The cost estimates also include the dismantling of site-structures and non-
essential facilities, and limited site restoration.

31

31




ORDER NO. PSC-12-0225-PAA-EI
DOCKET NO. 100461-El
PAGE 6

TLG uses a unit factor method'? for estimating decommissioning activity costs. These
unit factors capture site-specific costs, the most current worker productivity in decommissioning
activities, and lessons learned from other decommissioning projects. Unit factors for concrete
removal, steel removal, and cutting costs were developed using local labor rates. Activity-
dependent costs were estimated with item quantities developed from plant drawings and
inventory documents. Removal rates and material costs for conventional disposal relied on
information available from R.S.Means."”

The overall estimate to decommission CR3 increased by approximately 22 percent over
the 2005 study. Program management increased $94.8 million, removal-related activities
increased $19.0 million and low-level radioactive waste disposal increased by $9.4 million.
Spent fuel management costs decreased due to extending plant operations by an additional 20
years, which allowed a significant portion of the spent fuel to be transferred directly to DOE and
reduced the cost of on-site, interim storage by $21 million.

D. Program Management

Program management is the largest contributor to overall decommissioning costs. PEF
states in its current study that “The magnitude of the expense is a function of both the size of the
organization required to manage decommissioning, as well as the duration of the program.” In
addition to changes in staffing levels and general increase in wages and benefits, extending
CR3’s licensed operating life and a larger security force results in changes to program
management COSts.

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 our April 29, 2003, DBT Orders. However, the new rule also
modified and enhanced the DBT based on experience and insight gained by us during
implementation of the Orders, and extensive consideration of the factors specified in the Energy
Policy Act of 2005. Based on the industry’s response to the NRC’s rulemaking, security forces
for decommissioning have been increased.

12 The unit factor method of estimating costs is based on activity costs (i.e., costs to decontaminate and remove
components for disposal), period-dependent costs (e.g., management staff for the duration of the program), and
collateral costs (e.g., insurance and taxes). These costs include labor, equipment, materials, energy, and services. In
addition, the effect of salvage and scrap values and contingencies are incorporated into the estimate. Unit factors for
concrete removal ($/cubic yard), steel removal (8/ton), and cutting costs ($/inch) are developed using local labor
rates. The activity-dependent costs are estimated with the item quantities (cubic yards and tons), developed from
plant drawings and inventory documents. Each activity such as cutting pipe, segmenting vessels, demolishing
concrete, transporting and disposing of wastes, is individually cost estimated. The unit factors are expressed in
terms of the cost per cut, cost per cubic foot demolished, cost per trip, or cost per cubic yard of burial. The unit
costs factors are applied to the inventory of plant equipment and structures to be removed from each nuclear unit to
develop a cost estimate.

* Robert Snow Means Company, Inc., “Building Construction Cost Data 2010,” Kingston, Massachusets.
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E. Removal-related Activities

Consistent with the decontamination-related activities, the higher craft labor rates
contributed to the increase in removal activities by $19.0 million. Higher labor rates accounted
for $6.3 million of the increase. In addition, higher costs for heavy equipment (including
operating costs), supplies, and dismantling tooling and materials costs added $12.7 million to the
estimate.

F. Low-level Radigactive Waste (LLRW) Disposal

The contaminated and activated material generated in the decontamination and
dismantling of a nuclear reactor is classified as LLRW, although not all of the material is suitable
for “shallow-land” disposal. Amendments of 1985 to the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy
Act required states to become responsible for the disposition of LLRW generated within their
own borders.

Until recently, there were two facilities available to PEF for disposal of LLRW generated
by CR3: one facility in South Carolina and one in Utah. As of July I, 2008, however, the facility
in Barnwell, South Carolina was closed to generators outside the Atlantic Compact.'*  This
leaves the facility in Clive, Utah, operated by Energy Solutions as the only available destination
for LLRW requiring controlled disposal. Energy Solution’s facility does not have a license to
dispose of Class B or C radioactive waste, which is more highly radioactive than Class A. In the
current decommissioning cost study, Energy Solutions’ facility was used as the basis for
estimating the disposal cost for the majority of PEF’s radioactive waste (Class A).

G. Spent Fue]l Management

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (NWPA) committed the DOE to accept SNF and
high-level radioactive waste (HLRW) by January 31, 1998, under the Standard Disposal
Contracts with waste generators. However, the DOE has announced delays in the program
schedule several times. To date, the DOE has not accepted any spent fuel or high-level waste, as
required by NWPA and utility contracts.

The DOE submitted its license application to the NRC on June 3, 2008, seeking
authorization to construct a repository at Yucca Mountain, Nevada. The NRC formally docketed
the DOE’s license application on September 8, 2008, triggering a three-year deadline, with a
possible one-year extension, set by Congress for the NRC to decide on whether to authorize
construction. However, on March 3, 2010, the DOE filed a motion with the NRC to withdraw
the application for the repository with prejudice. This case is still pending at the NRC.

The current study includes costs to operate and maintain an ISFSI at the nuclear site. A
decrease in spent fuel management costs resulted from extending plant operations an additional
20 years, thus allowing a significant portion of the spent fuel to be transferred directly to the
DOE and reducing the cost of on-site, interim storage, by $21 million. PEF assumes in its study

" The Atlantic Compact is comprised of the states of Connecticut, New Jersey, and South Carolina.
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that DOE will commence repository operation in 2020. CR3 fuel is projected to be removed
beginning in 2024 and the process is expected to be completed by the year 2072.

H. Other factors

Transportation and decontamination estimates have increased since the 2005 cost study.
Transportation increases are due to a combination of higher tariffs and fuel surcharges. The
increase in decontamination estimates are associated with higher craft labor rates, and higher
costs for heavy equipment, supplies, and dismantling tooling and material costs.

Conclusion

While a review of PEF’s site-specific decommissioning cost study indicates that
decommissioning base cost estimates have increased since 2005, assumptions relating to
escalation rates and inflation forecasts, as discussed below, indicate that PEF’s currently-
approved zero annual decommissioning accrual does not need to be revised at this time.
Increases in base cost estimates recognize factors including additional information, changes in
technology, and regulatory changes that have transpired in the last study. We find that the
assumptions included in PEF’s 2010 decommissioning study are reasonable.

I1. Contingency Allowance

The practice of budgeting a contingency allowance is common in large-scale construction
and demolition projects. Project cost estimates generally include a baseline cost estimate, which
is based on ideal conditions, and a contingency allowance, which is a specific provision to
account for unforeseeable elements of cost within the defined project scope. For a large,
complex, and long-running project such as decommissioning, unforeseeable events are likely to
occur; therefore, a contingency allowance is necessary. We have permitted contingency
allowances to ensure that the full decommissioning costs are borne by those that will benefit
from the power generated by the nuclear units.

Contingency allowances are site-specific and activity-dependent. In this cost study, TLG
applied specific contingency allowances to the decommissioning of cost components on a line
item basis, yielding an overall weighted average contingency value for CR3. The line item
contingency allowances were developed based on the guidelines developed by the Atomic
Industrial Forum (now the Nuclear Energy Institute) in its report “Guidelines for Producing
Commercial Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Cost Estimates.”"®

We note that the composite decommissioning contingency estimate for CR3 has been in
the range of 17.2 percent to 17.3 percent in the preceding three decommissioning studies. A
contingency factor of 17.24 percent for PEF’s CR3 nuclear unit continues to stay in the range of
prior studies and is reasonable.

% LaGuardia, T. S., et al, May 1986, “Guidelines for Producing Commercial Nuclear Power Plant
Decommissioning Cost Estimates,” AIF/NESP-036, National Environmental Studies Project, Washington, D.C.
The contents of these guidelines were prepared under the review of a task force consisting of representatives from
utilities, state and federal regulatory agencies, and architect/engineering firms.
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Conclusion

We find that a contingency allowance shall be applied to the costs of decommissioning
CR3. A composite contingency factor of 17.24 percent for CR3 is reasonable and is hereby
approved.

111 Inclusion of Provisions for On-site Storage of Spent Fuel

Under the terms of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, the federal government is
assigned the responsibility of providing for the permanent disposal of SNF and HLRW. This
legislation also committed the DOE to begin acceptance of SNF no later than January 31, 1998.
However, this deadline was not met by the DOE.

In our review of the 2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study, we recognized that the
need for interim dry storage was based on industry expectation that the DOE would not have a
permanent repository in operation before 2010. Current expectations are that a permanent
repository will not be in operation until 2020, at the earliest. Under this circumstance, to permit
prompt decommissioning of a unit at the end of its license, transfer of SNF for interim dry
storage prior to the DOE’s acceptance of the fuel is the most cost-effective option over the long
term. Therefore, interim dry storage of SNF after the retirement of a unit, is needed. We
decided in the 1994 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study that:

We agree that an allowance must be made in the FPL’s and FPC’s accruals for
on-site dry storage costs. Our primary goal in requiring this allowance is to
ensure that the money needed to fully decommission a nuclear unit is available
when the plants are retired, and not recovered from customers who have not
benefitted from the low-cost nuclear generation. FPL’s and FPC's annual accrual
amounts must, therefore, include the anticipated cost for dry storage of SNF after
retirement of each respective unit. We will continue to review these amounts in
future decommissioning studies in order to determine the prudence of their
inclusion.

Subsequent developments confirm the appropriateness of including the costs of interim
dry storage in decommissioning estimates. Faced with costs associated with interim dry storage,
utilities sought relief in the federal courts. On November 14, 1997, the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit issued a decision holding that the DOE has an unconditional
obligation to begin accepting SNF beginning in 1998. However, the decision also stated that the
court lacked authority to order DOE to begin spent fuel disposal. The DOE continues to
maintain that its delayed performance is unavoidable because it does not have an operational
repository and does not have authority to provide storage in the interim.

PEF initiated legal action against the DOE for breach of contract and obtained an $82.8
million judgment for damages incurred from January 1, 1998 to December 31, 2005. The DOE
appealed that judgment, and the appeal resulted in a remand with respect to the calculation of
damages. PEF believes the new calculation of damages will result in up to an additional $9
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million being awarded to the company. The remand hearing was held February 16, 2011. The
court has yet to rule on the additional damages. To date, PEF has not received any monies.

Currently, the DOE has no plans to accept SNF before the year 2020. For the purposes of
estimating SNF long-term on-site storage costs in the current cost study, PEF assumes the DOE
will commence repository operations in 2020 and CR3 fuel is projected to be removed from the
site beginning in 2024. PEF estimates that the SNF transfer will be completed by 2072 for CR3.
Thus, costs relating to the construction, operation, and dismantlement of an on-site independent
spent fuel storage installation (ISFSI) are included in PEF’s decommissioning cost estimates.
We find that PEF’s 2020 assumption for DOE acceptance of SNF and Greater than Class C
waste (GTCC) is optimistic and could very well be delayed further.

PEF’s costs associated with Spent Fuel Management storage included in its 2010
decommissioning study for CR3 are approximately $223 million (in 2008 dollars).

We find that inclusion of the costs for interim dry storage of SNF incurred after
retirement of the nuclear unit is prudent. If such costs are not included, they may have to be
borne by future customers that did not benefit from the power generated by the nuclear unit. The
major components of the costs associated with the interim dry storage are the ISFSI capital costs,
operation costs after the unit retires, and decommissioning costs when the transfer of SNF to an
interim or permanent off-site repository is completed. These amounts shall continue to be
reviewed in subsequent decommissioning studies.

Conclusion

We find that the total estimated costs of nuclear decommissioning shall include the costs
for interim storage of spent fuel incurred after the retirement of the nuclear unit. This amount
shall continue to be reviewed periodically in subsequent decommissioning studies.

V. Appropriate Annual Accrual Amount

The annual accrual amount is based upon information provided by PEF in their site-
specific cost study and in its responses to our staff’s data requests. The base level costs are in
2008 dollars for PEF’s nuclear decommissioning study. Once the cost of decommissioning a
nuclear unit is determined in current dollars, this cost is escalated into future dollars. The
determination of the annual accrual amount then resembles an annuity calculation. The question
becomes how much money needs to be collected from ratepayers in equal monthly payments,
earning at a given rate, to equal decommissioning costs in future dollars at a future date. The
appropriate escalation rates and fund earnings rate will be discussed in detail later in this issue.

To qualify for tax deductibility of contributions made to a qualified decommissioning
fund, the amounts must be consistent with the purpose of IRC Section 468A, principles and
provisions of Federal Tax Regulations under the Code section, and be based on reasonable
assumptions. '® The Company can generally satisfy its burden of proof by demonstrating that the

16 26 USC §468A (2011); Treas. Reg. §1.468A.
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amounts are calculated based on the assumptions used by us in its most recent order.'” Our order
must be based on reasonable assumptions concerning: (i) the after-tax rate of return to be earned
by the amounts collected for decommissioning; (ii) the total estimated cost of decommissioning
the nuclear power plant; and (iii) the frequency of contributions to the nuclear decommissioning
fund for a tax year.'® We find that the assumptions proposed by PEF are reasonable, and
therefore are deemed appropriate for ruling amounts in the nuclear decommissioning study.

A. Base Costs of Decommissioning

PEF provided the estimated cost in current (December 31, 2008) dollars to decommission
the CR3 nuclear unit. This cost estimate assumes a 2020 DOE acceptance date of spent fuel as
discussed above and the unit-specific contingency allowance. The estimated cost to
decommission CR3 has increased from $668,668,051 in 2005 dollars to $842,623,000 in 2010
dollars. The amount of decommissioning funds as of December 31, 2010 was $553.5 million,
which reflects the total amount of funds in the Decommissioning Trust, all of which are available
for Radiological Decommissioning, if needed.

The analysis performed by PEF breaks the decommissioning process into seven specific
categories. The categories are decontamination, removal, packaging, shipping, burial, program
management and other. TLG provided PEF with estimates of the base costs for each activity.
These cost estimates were determined through a site-specific cost study and include a
contingency allowance. The PEF study reflects a weighted average contingency allowance of
17.24 percent. The appropriate contingency allowance to recognize in the determination of the
annual accrual amount for CR3 is discussed above.

According to PEF, the primary reasons for the net increase in decommissioning costs are
changes in the costs associated with program management and spent fuel storage. The areas of
greatest change in the costs reported to decommission CR3 were in the areas of program
management (+$94.8 million), removal-related activities (+$19 million), low-level radioactive
waste disposal (+$9.4 million), and spent fuel management (-$21 million). The determination of
the base cost of decommissioning CR3 is discussed above.

B. Cost Escalation Rates

The analysis performed by PEF breaks the decommissioning process into seven specific
stages or activities. The stages are decontamination, removal, packaging, shipping, burial, staff,
and other. Where applicable, each of these activities is separated into one or more sub-
components. These sub-components are labor, materials, burial, and other. The base level costs
are in 2008 dollars. These current dollar estimates are escalated to future dollar estimates using
separate inflation forecasts for the major cost components. PEF relied upon the October 2010
edition of Moody’s Economy.com for everything except the burial index as the source for their
specific inflation measures. PEF’s burial cost escalation rate is 5.0 percent. This is a reduction
from the 6.0 percent rate assumed in the 2005 study. The burial index was derived from the

'" Treas. Reg. §1.468A-3(a}4).
'® Treas. Reg. §1.468A-3(a)2).
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NUREG-1307 Revision 12 — Report on Waste Burial Charges, discussion with industry experts
at TLG services, and a comparison of burial costs in the 2005 and 2008 studies. Our staff
reviewed the various updates to these forecasts and believes the original forecasts are appropriate
due to the small variance between the October 2010 edition and the updated June 2011 edition of
Moody’s Economy.com.

For comparative purposes, we have also listed the escalation rates used in the Company’s
current study and the rates approved in Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-El. The determination of
the escalation rate for CR3 is provided below. The indicated escalation rate to use to convert the
current decommissioning cost to a future decommissioning cost for the CR3 nuclear unit has
decreased from 3.45 percent in 2005 to 2.80 percent in 2010.

C. Future Cost to Decommission

Based on the current dollar base costs to decommission CR3 as provided by TLG’s site-
specific study, the contingency allowance, the cost of extended storage of spent fuel, and the
escalation rate, we have verified the estimate of the total cost to decommission the CR3 nuclear
unit in future dollars based upon an operating license termination date of 2036. The estimated
cost to decommission the CR3 nuclear unit at its license termination date has decreased from
$2,587,759,772 in 2005 to $2,308,244,353 in 2010.

D. Funding Period

The funding period is that period over which revenues are collected from ratepayers for
purposes of decommissioning CR3. Funding periods are assumed to expire on the last day of the
month preceding the month in which the operating license for the unit is due to expire. The
operating license expiration date for CR3 is December 2036. ¥

E. Years of Fund Expenditures

The accumulated decommissioning funds will be expended over the period 2036-2073.

F. Fund Earnings Rate

The fund earnings rate is an important assumption in the determination of the appropriate
annual accrual amount. The amount of the annual accrual moves inversely to the fund earnings
rate. In other words, the higher the assumed fund earnings rate, the lower the indicated annual
accrual and vice versa. However, in the instant case, PEF’s current annual accrual requirements
are zero. In Order No. 21928, approving the annual accrual following the 1989 study, we
approved the use of an assumed fund earnings rate equal to CPL. In Order No. PSC-95-1531-
FOF-El, approving the annual accrual following the 1994 study, we approved the use of an
assumed fund earnings rate of CPI plus 1.1 percent. In Order No. PSC-02-0055-PAA-EI, for
purposes of the 2000 study, we departed from the past practice of approving annual accrual

' PEF’s NRC operating license for CR3 expires in December 2016. On March 9, 2009, the NRC accepted PEF’s
application for a 20-year renewal on the operating license for CR3 through 2036. The license renewal is currently
under review by the NRC.

38

38




ORDER NO. PSC-12-0225-PAA-EI
DOCKET NO. 100461-EI
PAGE 13

amounts based on the same fund earnings rate for all nuclear units and instead approved an
annual accrual amount for PEF based on a fund earning rate of 6.0 percent.

In the instant case, PEF used an assumed fund earnings rate of 5.47 percent. This rate is
the weighted average of the expected long-term, after-tax, and net of fees, return on the nuclear
decommissioning trust fund as forecasted by LCG Associates and a 25-year average for long-
term CPL. For purposes of determining the assumed fund earnings rate in its study, PEF utilized
the 2008 estimate of expected after-tax returns of 6.93 percent (developed by LCG Associates).
The estimated management fees, trustee fees, and outside professional service expenses of .33
percent were subtracted from the expected after-tax returns of 6.93 percent, resulting in the net
return after taxes and fees of 6.60 percent. The long-term CPI of 2.07 percent is subtracted from
the 6.60 percent and then multiplied by 75 percent to obtain 3.40 percent. The long-term CPl of
2.07 percent is then added back to the 3.40 percent to obtain the proposed after-tax, after-
expenses assumed fund earnings rate of 5.47 percent. PEF contends its methodology to derive
the assumed fund earnings rate has been validated by the fund’s historical after-tax return since
the inception of the fund.

Recognizing the relatively conservative investment strategy for nuclear decommissioning
trust (NDT) funds and that this issue will be addressed every five years, it is reasonable to
continue to use an assumed fund earnings rate greater than the long-term forecast for CPI in the
determination of the annual accrual amounts for PEF’'s CR3 nuclear unit. Table 1 shows the
historic performance of PEF’s nuclear decommissioning trust fund (calculated net of
administrative costs on an after-tax, time weighted rate of return basis as of December 31, 2010)
relative to CPI for the past year, 3 years, 5 years, and since the inception of the fund.

Table 1
PEF Fund Return CP1 | Spread
[ Year 6.53% T11a% | 5.3%%
3 Years -3.83% 1.57% -5.40%
5 Years 1.36% 1.90% -0.54%
Inception 5.74% 2.69% 3.05%

As demonstrated by the range of earned returns shown in Table 1, total fund returns
experience some volatility from year to year. However, since inception of the NDT funds, the
overall return has remained above CPI. PEF has projected long-term CPI at 2.0 percent.

The fundamental purpose of our review of the decommissioning study is to make sure
there is adequate funding on hand at the time a nuclear unit is decommissioned. The assumed
fund earnings rate should be conservative enough to avoid a situation whereby future customers
are burdened by inadequate funding for decommissioning. However, an assumed fund earnings
rate that is too conservative inappropriately burdens current customers with expenses that are
going to be incurred in the future. As such, a certain amount of judgment is necessary to
determine a fair balance between generations of ratepayers. Accordingly, we hereby approve an
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assumed fund earnings rate of 5.47 for PEF. This rate represents a spread of 3.47 percentage
points over the forecasted CPI of 2.0 percent.

G. Minimum Fund Earnings Rate

Separate from the issue of the assumed fund earnings rate is the issue of whether we
should impose a minimum fund earnings rate. In Order No. 21928, we determined that a
minimum fund earnings rate equivalent to the level of inflation over each five-year review period
would be appropriatre:.20 We reaffirmed this approach in previous PEF Nuclear
Decommissioning Studies and in Order Nos. 21928, PSC-95-1531-FOF-EI, and PSC-02-0055-
PAA-EIL. We stated in Order No. 21928:

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 these 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
trust 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 fund 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.zl

This approach is reasonable and as such shall remain in effect.
Conclusion

The current annual expense accrual requirement for PEF’s CR3 nuclear unit
decommissioning costs presented in the study supports a zero accrual and funding requirement as
of December 31, 2010. Based on the current dollar cost to decommission CR3 as determined in
TLG’s site-specific study, the unit-specific contingency allowance, the escalation rate, the cost of
extended storage for spent fuel, and the assumed fund earnings rates of 5.47 percent, we find
PEF’s request to continue the suspension of the accrual is reasonable.

Consistent with our prior practice and Rule 25-6.04365, F.A.C., the assumptions
presented in PEF’s nuclear decommissioning study will be reviewed and updated as appropriate
at least once every five years, which may change the accrual requirement prospectively.

2 gee Order No. 21928, issued September 21, 1989, in Docket No. 870098-El, In re: Petitions for approval of an
increase in the accrual of nuclear decommissioning costs by Florida Power Corporation and Florida Power & Light

Company.
2d., p.s.
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As such, we hereby approve a continuation of the suspension of the accrual for nuclear
decommissioning as approved by us in Order No. PSC-02-0655-AS-EI*? and Order No. PSC-05-
0945-S-E1.2>  Accordingly, the appropriate jurisdictional annual accrual amount for PEF
necessary to recover future decommissioning costs over the remaining life of CR3 is zero. The
assumptions and methodology proposed by PEF to determine the appropriate annual accrual are
reasonable, and therefore, shall be deemed appropriate as ruling amounts in the nuclear
decommissioning study.

H. Amortization Expense Associated with EOL M&S

EOL M&S inventories consist of spare replacement parts and supplies® needing to be
kept in inventory to ensure safe and reliable operations. These inventories are unique and will
have little value other than scrap at the end of the licensed operating life of the unit.

We found with regard to the 2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study that the
unrecovered EOL M&S inventories costs shall be amortized over the remaining life span of each
site to ratably allocate costs to those receiving the benefit of the generated power. PEF was
authorized to record $1.5 million annually for CR3. Further, for administrative ease, PEF was
required to address the amortization status of EOL M&S inventories in its subsequent nuclear
decommissioning studies so the related annual amortization expense could be revised, if
necessary.

As part of the 2009 PEF Rate Case, we approved an annual amortization of EOL M&S
inventories for PEF of $1.1 million, a decrease of $0.4 million from that approved in 2002. In
the current study, PEF quantified the remaining net unrecovered cost of its EOL M&S
inventories to be approximately $27 million as of December 31, 2010, based on the assumption
that the 20-year license renewal for CR3 is granted. Recovery over the number of months
remaining to the end of the site’s operating license results in an annual expense of approximately
$1.0 million, or approximately a $0.1 million decrease from that approved in the 2009 PEF Rate
Case. However, PEF is not requesting to decrease its currently approved amortization expense.

Conclusion

We find that the jurisdictional annual amortization expense associated with EOL M&S
inventories for PEF shall be $1.0 million, effective January 1, 2011. This represents a decrease
of $0.1 million. The amortization of EOL M&S inventories shall be included in subsequent
decommissioning studies so the related annual accruals can be revised, if warranted.

2 See Order No. PSC-02-0655-AS-El, issued May 14, 2002, in Docket No. 000824-El, In re: Review of Florida
Power Corporation's earnings, including effects of proposed acquisition of Florida Power Corporation by Carolina
Power & Light.

2 See Order No. PSC-05-0945-S-El, issued September 28, 2005, in Docket No. 050078-El, In re: Petition for rate
increase by Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

21 EOL M&S inventories include such things as spare pumps and subassemblies, motors, control modules, circuit
boards, switch gear, circuit breakers, valves and valve parts, ventilation parts and filters, radiation monitoring parts,
and similar types of equipment.
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V. Amortization Expense Associated with the Cost of Last Core Nuclear Fuel

A nuclear reactor core is composed of fuel assemblies arranged in a regular array of cells
surrounded by a coolant, which in most reactors is water. This is the case for PEF’s nuclear
reactor. Because of the fission process that consumes the fuel, the old fuel rods must be
periodically replaced. This period is referred to as a cycle.

During any given cycle, an amount of unburned fuel exists in the reactor. However, fuel
assemblies are continually rotated and the current existing unburned fuel will be burned in the
next generating cycle. It is only at the time when the unit ceases operations that there are no
future generating cycles to burn the residual fuel in the reactor. According to PEF, no feasible
solution currently exists to use all of the nuclear fuel by the time of a nuclear unit’s shutdown.

We found with regard to the 2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study that Last Core is
associated with the final shut down of a nuclear unit, equating to an unrecovered cost at the end
of each nuclear unit’s life. For the purpose of the current study under review, PEF assumes a 20-
year license renewal. Final shut down of CR3 is assumed to be 2036.5

With regard to the 2000 PEF Nuclear Decommissioning Study, we authorized PEF to
begin recording the amortization of estimated Last Core costs as a base rate fuel expense with a
credit to a separate unfunded Account 228 reserve. The approved jurisdictional annual
amortization amount was $1.1 million.

In 2005, PEF entered into a Stipulation and Settlement agreement. As part of this
agreement, PEF’s Nuclear Decommissioning Study was approved and no changes to its currently
approved jurisdictional annual amortization of $1.1 million were made.

However, in the 2009 PEF rate case, PEF was authorized to revise its jurisdictional
annual amortization of the Last Core to $1.2 million, jurisdictional, effective January 1, 2010.
PEF’s costs estimates presented in the current study indicate that no increase above the $1.2
million approved in the rate case is warranted. We note that if CR3 does not return to operational
status, the estimated unrecovered costs associated with the last core of nuclear fuel are $32.1
million as of December 31, 2010.

The December 31, 2010 estimated jurisdictional costs, reserve balances, remaining
amounts to be recovered, and the annual amortization amounts associated with the Last Core are
presented in Table 2 below:

¥ The license extension for CR3 is currently under NRC review.
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Table 2
PEF’s Crystal River Unit 3

| (000) | EOL Last Reserve Remaining ] Current Revised Change in
i Core as of  Balance as | Amounts to | Amortization | Amortization | Amortization

12/31/2010 of be '

12/31/2010 | Recovered

“Unit 3 | $43,209,119 | $11,100,036 | $32,109,083 | $1,200,000° |  $1,200,000 $0

Source: PEF Response to Staff’s First Data Request, No. 90(b).

PEF’s Last Core estimates reflect an expected residual value of the unburned fuel
remaining at the end of the last cycle for CR3. The amortization periods reflect the 20-year
extended operation.

Conclusion

Based on the foregoing, we find that the jurisdictional amortization expense associated
with the cost of the last core of nuclear fuel does not warrant revision at this time and shall
remain at the level approved in PEF’s last rate case. PEF shall address the costs associated with
the Last Core in subsequent decommissioning studies so the related annual accruals can be
revised, if warranted.

VL Effective Date

As discussed above, PEF’s currently approved zero annual decommission accrual amount
shall continue and shall not be revised. The zero accrual for the nuclear unit will be included in
the cost of service for ratemaking purposes until it is subsequently revised or the unit’s operating
license expires.

As previously discussed, PEF’s current study filing indicates revisions to the amortization
of nuclear EOL M&S inventories and costs associated with Last Core are warranted. By Order
No. PSC-10-0131-FOF-EI, PEF is currently amortizing $1.1 million annually related to nuclear
EOL M&S and $1.2 million related to the Last Core of nuclear fuel.

Conclusion

Pursuant to our determinations discussed above, there is no change to the currently
approved zero decommissioning accrual. The effective date for amortization of nuclear EOL
M&S shall be January 1, 2011. The amortization cost associated with Last Core shall continue
with an effective date of January 1, 2010.

% Current accrual authorized by Order No. PSC-10-0131-FOF-El
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VII.  Future Nuclear Decommissioning Study

Rule 25-6.04365, F.A.C., requires each utility to file a site-specific nuclear
decommissioning study update at least once every five years from the submission date of the
previous study unless otherwise required by this Commission. However, in the stipulation
approved in Order No. PSC-12-0104-FOF-EI, the next decommissioning cost study for PEF is
required to be filed no later than July 31, 2017. As discussed above, the study shall also include
an update of the amortization of EOL M&S inventories and Last Core.

Based on the foregoing, it is

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that Progress Energy Florida,
Inc.’s decommissioning accruals are hereby approved as set forth in the body of this order. It is
further

ORDERED that the contingency allowance shall be applied to the costs of
decommissioning nuclear units as provided in the body of this order. It is further

ORDERED that the total estimated costs of nuclear decommissioning shall include the
costs for interim storage of spent fuel incurred after the retirement of each unit. It is further

ORDERED that the suspension of the accrual for nuclear decommissioning is hereby
continued as set forth in the body of this order. It is further

ORDERED that the jurisdictional annual amortization expense associated with EOL
Materials and Supplies inventories shall be decreased by $0.1 million, effective January 1, 2011.
[t is further

ORDERED that the amortization expense associated with the cost of nuclear fuel shall
not be revised as set forth in the body of this order. It is further

ORDERED that the effective date for amortization of nuclear EOL Materials and
Supplies shall be January 1, 2011. The amortization cost associated with Last Core shall
continue with an effective date of January 1, 2010. Itis further

ORDERED that Progress Energy Florida, Inc. shall file the next decommissioning cost
study no later than July 31, 2017. It is further

ORDERED that the provisions of this Order, issued as proposed agency action, shall
become final and effective upon the issuance of a Consummating Order unless an appropriate
petition, in the form provided by Rule 28-106.201, Florida Administrative Code, is received by
the Commission Clerk, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, by the
close of business on the date set forth in the “Notice of Further Proceedings” attached hereto. It
is further

ORDERED that in the event this Order becomes final, this docket shall be closed.

44

44




ORDER NO. PSC-12-0225-PAA-EI
DOCKET NO. 100461-EI
PAGE 19

CMK

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission this 30th day of April, 2012.

ANN COLE

Commission Clerk

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

(850) 413-6770

www floridapsc.com

Copies furnished: A copy of this document is
provided to the parties of record at the time of
issuance and, if applicable, interested persons.
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 120.569(1), Florida
Statutes, to notify parties of any administrative hearing that is available under Section 120.57,
Florida Statutes, as well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice should not be
construed to mean all requests for an administrative hearing will be granted or result in the relief
sought.

Mediation may be available on a case-by-case basis. If mediation is conducted, it does
not affect a substantially interested person's right to a hearing.

The action proposed herein is preliminary in nature. Any person whose substantial
interests are affected by the action proposed by this order may file a petition for a formal
proceeding, in the form provided by Rule 28-106.201, Florida Administrative Code. This
petition must be received by the Office of Commission Clerk, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard,
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, by the close of business on May 21, 2012,

In the absence of such a petition, this order shall become final and effective upon the
issuance of a Consummating Order.

Any objection or protest filed in this/these docket(s) before the issuance date of this order
is considered abandoned unless it satisfies the foregoing conditions and is renewed within the
specified protest period.

46

46




REPLY TO
408 LONG AVENUE
POST OFFICE DRAWER 950

Port ST. JOE, FLORIDA 32457-0950

(850) 227-7413

Gulf County, Florida
Gulf County Courthouse

1000 Cecil G. Costin, Sr. Blvd.

Port St. Joe, FL 32456

LAW OFFICES
J. PATRICGK FLOYD

GHARTERED

April 18,2012

ATTENTION:
and County Administrator

Re:

Good Afternoon:

47

20 AVENUE D, SUITE 208
POST OFFICE BUILDING
APALAGHIGOLA, FLORIDA 32320
(850) 653-2709

Gulf County Board of County Commissioners

Public Records Request Demand Pursuant to Florida Statues Chapter 119

Enclosed please find check in the amount of $174.02 for the records and evidence of

communication regarding the Building Permit No. 2012102 or the appeal of said permit by Mark
McAlpin to the PDRB on February 7, 2012 as such records and evidence of communication were
described in the attached letter of March 14, 2012. As there were no exceptions listed, it is
presumed that all such records and evidence of communication have been searched for, obtained
and are provided for this payment. It should also be noted that the response to this request was
not made by the County until after the thirty (30) days from the date of the PDRB meeting had
elapsed and therefore the time for filing a Petition for Certiorari to the Circuit Court had expired.

IZAPR 19 py L: 29

=D
o~

JPF/pb

Enclosure: as stated

S

incerely,

Law Q(ﬁces J. Patrick Floyd, Chtd.

PO P B ¥ A
/ ;”M;MA {Ea \1{:6: /

4. Patrick Floyd
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JEVIN« PAPANTONIO
"THOMAS s M[ITCHELL
JRAFFERTY & PROCTOR * PA.

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION ATTORNEYS AT LAW

~
s
ot

Re: BP Oil Spill Class Settlement Announcement
Dear Business Owner,

If you have already obtained a lawyer for this matter, please disregard this letter.
The Plaintiffs' Steering Committee (PSC) spearheading the litigation surrounding the
2010 BP Gulf Oil Spill announced that a settlement in principle has been reached with
BP that will fully compensate hundreds of thousands of victims of the tragedy. The
settlement is to be fully funded by BP, with no cap on the amount BP will pay. BP is
obligated to fully satisfy all eligible claims under the terms of the Court supervised
settlement, irrespective of the funds previously set aside.

Under the terms of this settlement, we believe that business owners in your area
may be entitled to compensation. We obtained your name from a business directory
service based upon your geographic location and have no additional information about
your specific circumstances.

If you would like to discuss your case with us, please give us a call toll free at
888 435-7001. Our firm has been litigating the BP case in the federal court consolidated
action and has also handled the presentation of claims through the Gulf Coast Claims
Facility process on behalf of business owners and local governments. My law partner
Mark Proctor, who is our lead attorney in the handling of BP—related business claims, has
been with the firm for over 30 years, having started his career as a environmental lawyer
with the Florida Department of Environmental Protection.

Please understand, the GCCF claims process is now terminated and we would like
to offer our assistance to help you prove your losses and to maximize your recovery in
the new BP Class Action Settlement. Please call us at 850 435-7000 or toll free at 888
435-7001. You can also visit our website www.levinlaw.com and fill out one of our
contact forms online. There is still time to file a claim, but do not wait too long in
making a decision on whether to file a claim. It will be important to compare any
decreases in your business revenue in 2010 to your prior revenue history, as well as lost
investments in new businesses. We charge no fees or costs unless you make a recovery.

Please see our website www.levinlaw.com and call us today at 888 435-7001.

Very Truly Yours,

A G

Fredric G. Levin
Advertisement

©FPICE 316 5. BAYLEN STREET ¢ SUTTE 600 + PENSACOLA, F1. 32502
= PO BOX {2308+ PENSACOLA, FL 32591 LA (850) 4857000  (830) 4357020 FAX ¢+ WWW.LEVINLAW.COM
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NORTHWEST FLORIDA TRANSPORTATION
CORRIDOR AUTHORITY

ROBERT B. MONTGOMERY, CHAIRMAN
STEPHEN K. NORRIS, VICE-CHAIRMAN

JAMES F. ANDERS i, SECRETARY/TREASURER
CHERYL K. SANDERS

ROBERT E. MCGILL Ilf

J. CAREY SCOTT il

TOMMY BARFIELD-EX OFFICIO

April 2, 2012

Warren Yeager . ‘
Chairman O
Gulf County Board of County Commissioners Sl
1000 Cecil G. Costin, Sr. Blvd. UL
Port St. Joe, Florida 32456

Subject: U.S. 98 Corridor Master Plan

Dear Chairman Yeager:

I am writing to you on behalf of the Northwest Florida Transportation Corridor Authority
(NFTCA). The NFTCA maintains a corridor master plan for the U.S. 98 corridor in
Northwest Florida pursuant to Part III of Chapter 343 of the Florida Statutes. This
corridor master plan was last updated during the April 28, 2011 public meeting. At its
March 22, 2012 public meeting, the NFTCA considered updates to the corridor master
plan and determined that none were needed at that time.

The Authority is, however, in the process of making major updates to the plan this year
which will be reflected in the 2013 Master Plan. As part of the Master Plan update, the
Authority’s consultant, HDR, is conducting a business case analysis to help the Authority
in selecting and planning transportation projects by assessing their respective economic
benefits, developing an investment plan and proposing viable funding strategies. As soon
as the updates are completed and approved by the Board, we will forward the updated
Master Plan to you for your review.

In the meantime, please find enclosed a copy of the 2011 NFTCA corridor master plan.
It is also available online at www.nwftca.com. I would appreciate greatly if you would
share this information with your full county commission. If you have any questions, I
can be reached at (850) 432-3060.

Robert Montgomery
Chairman

INEORMATION
Cc: Rick Gallant, FTC Date W’S“;L'faé\ B
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Master Plan - Summary Report

I. Executive Summary

The Northwest Florida Transportation Corridor Authority (NFT-
CA) was created by the 2005 Florida Legislature. The enabling
legislation is contained in [lorida Statute Section 343.80. The
primary purposc of the Authority is to improve mobility on the
U.S. 98 corridor in Northwest Florida to cnhance traveler safety,
identify and develop hurricane evacuation routes, promote co-
nomic development along the corridor, and implement transpor-
tation projects to alleviate current or anticipated traffic conges-
tion. The Authority is authorized to construct any feeder roads,
reliever roads, connector roads, bypasses, or appurtenant facili-
ties that are intended to improve mobility along the U.S. 98 cor-
ridor. The Authority is further authorized to plan, design, finance,
and construct transportation improvement projects. The NFTCA
may acquire and hold title to property that will accommodate
the development of transportation facilities. Additionally, the
Authority may seek financial assistance from local, State and
the Federal government as well as private entities. The NFTCA
is also authorized to implement toll facilities to aid in funding
projects.

As its first order of business, the NFTCA was directed by the
Florida Legislature to develop and adopt 2 corridor master plan
no later than July 1, 2007. The goals and objectives of the masler
plan are to identify areas of the corridor where mobility, traffic
safety, and efficient hurricane evacuation need to be improved;
evaluate the economic development potential of the corridor and
consider strategies to develop that potential; develop methods
of building partnerships with local govemments, other state and
federal entitics. the private-sector business community, and the
public in support of corridor improvements; and to identify proj-
ects that will accomplish these goals and objectives. Presently,
this is the only activity being pursued by the NFTCA.

Phase I of the Master Plan was completed in April 2006, by the
FDOT. This phase consisted primarily of a data collection effort
that documents existing conditions and identifies transportation
projects recently completed or currently under study, design,
right-of-way acquisition or construction. The primary purpose of
this effort is to evaluate the effect of these planned projects on the
transportation system during Phase 1.

Phase 11 of the Master Plan included the development of a com-
prehensive Corridor Master Plan for US 98 and its associated
transportation network. The Master Plan is intended to guide the
development of a multimodal, intrastate transportation system
that will serve the mobility needs of people and freight across
northwest coastal Florida, minimize travel time for emergency
evacuations and foster economic growth and development in the
region. The key results from this effort include adopted goals

and objectives, traffic data collection, land usc data collection,
traffic modeling, alternatives development and analysis, stake-
holder involvement, and documentation of the Master Plan.

The development of the Master Plan followed an accepted pro-
cess of developing goals and objectives, compiling and analyz-
ing existing data, preparing travel forecasts based upon the best
available data sources, and evaluating plan alternatives against
the goals and objectives. The process included the development
of four (4) initial alternatives that examined various combina-
tions of projects to meet the Authority’s goals and objectives.
Public input on the development of the Master Plan has been
received since August 2006, from comments received at month-
ly Autharity meetings, website comments, letters, and e-mails.
Four public workshops were held in February and March 2007
to afford opportunities for additional public input in the devel-
opment of the Master Plan. Comments have been summarized
and reviewed in preparing the Master Plan.

The Master Plan has been developed by evaluating the perfor-
mance measures of the various components forming each of the
four alternatives relative to the established goals and objectives
and in consideration of comments received as part of the public
involvement program.

The Master Plan relies heavily upon the development of a new
limited access corridor from just east of the Alabama State Line
in Escambia County to SR 79 in Bay County. This new facility
that is generally parallel to US 98 affords substantial relief to
the US 98 corridor through these more populated areas. Select-
ed improvements to existing US 98 are also proposed at criti-
cal locations. Additionally, several north-to-south routes would
be improved for both regional connectivity to the 1-10 corridor
1o the north and to better facilitate hurricane evacuation along
the coast. The plan would insure connectivity of at least one
north-to-south four-lane divided highway in each of the eight
countics. A major new bridge crossing is proposed across Es-
cambia Bay. Relocation of US98 in Franklin County cast of the
Apalachicola River to St. Tercsa Island will reduce vuinerabil-
ity during hurricanes and tropical storms ensuring public safety
and commerce are not jeopardized in this area. Improving US
319 north to Tallahassee and improvements to SR 363 will fur-
ther aid in evacuating the coastal arcas of castern Franklin and
Wakulla Counties. The Master Plan is described in greater de-
tail and depicted on maps elsewhere in this document.
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11. Goals & Objectives
The Authorily identified Goals and Objectives for the
development of the Master Plan. The goals for the Master Plan
were formed to reflect the Authority’s charge that is described in
the cnabling legislation:

Once the goals were established, specific objectives were
identified to provide several measures Lo report on how well the
goals are being met, as follows:

GOAL A: Improve the mobility of people and goods throughout

the US 98 corridor area.

Objectives:
Provide a maximum average peak season travel time of
4 hours or less from the Fla\Alabama State line to the
Wakulla\Jefferson County line along U.S. 98.
Provide an overall Level of Service of D" or better for
the US 98 corridor in year 2030.
Reduce overall network travel time in the eight-county
region by at least 20% over the no-build\condition for
year 2030.
Provide an average travel speed of 55 mph or greater be-
tween key modal hubs including seaports and airports.
At a minimum, maintain the ratc of change in person
hours of delay on strategic intermodal system (SIS) and
Emerging SIS highways in the northwest Florida region.

GOAL B: Enhance traffic safety along the US 98 corridor for all

modes of travel.

Objectives
Improve safety and traffic flow along US 98 by reducing
the number of automobile crashes to or below 121.4 per
100 million vehicle mile traveled (VMT.)
Improve safety and traffic fiow along US 98 by reducing
the number of commercial vehicle crashes to or below
7.7 per 100 million VMT.
Achieve a five percent annual reduction in the rate of
driver, bicyclist, pedestrian. and motorcycle fatalities
and serious injuries along US 98.

GOAL C: Reduce hurricane evacuation clearance times on US

98 and designated routes connecting with US 98.
Objectives:

Provide a maximum clearance time of 18 hours for all
identified hurricane zones within each county.

Provide an east to west evacuation route in each county
useable through a Category 2 event.

Provide system options or redundancy to minimize
regional vulnerability from storm destruction.

Ensure that the local and regional evacuation route net-
work is connected to SIS and Emerging SIS facilities.

GOAL D: Identify transportation strategies that enhance the

region’s economic development potential.

Objectives;
Provide an average travel speed of 50 mph or greater
between key employment and commerce centers includ-
ing military installations.
Provide direct access to major ports, airports, and activi-
ty centers identified for future commercial and industrial
development. Improve transportation access 10 rural and
economically distressed counties and communities in the
northwest Florida region that are currently eligible for
the Rural Economic Development Initiative (REDI) and
Enterprise Zones in a manner that reflects regional and
community visions.

GOAL E: Build partnerships with key stakeholders through-
out the region in formulating transportation alternatives for the
US 98 corridor.
Objectrves
Provide for early, continuing, timely, and proactive
opportunities in the Master Plan process for the public
to express their views and become educated on the is-
sues and potential solutions.
Work with local governments and private entities togain
support for proposed corridor improvements.

GOAL F: Identify projects along with finance strategies for

implementation.

Objectives:
Work with Federal, State, and local governments as well
as private entities to explore the full range of opportuni-
ties for advancing projects that would not require tradi-
tional means of finance.
Assign top priority to projects that would provide direct
revenue.
Prioritize projects that maximize achieving established
goals.
Designate regionally significant projects along US 98
and establish investment prioritics among these fa-
cilities in all participating counties as provided by the
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP).
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111. Master Plan Development

The development of the Master Plan for the US 98 corridor in-
cluded a number of considerations. First, a travel demand mod-
eling process was developed, refined, and implemented to fore-
cast traffic for the year 2030. Next, these models were used to
forecast traffic conditions for a “no build” condition based on
a highway network of existing plus committed (E+C) roadway
capacity projects. Based on forecasted roadway level-of-service
(LOS) deficiencies through the year 2030, the Consultant team
devised a set of themed alternatives, each with a listing of proj-
ects to provide congestion relief to the US 98 corridor and road-
ways linking US 98 to other regions. Existing Transportation
Planning Organization/Agency (TPO/TPA) long-range transpor-
tation plans (LRTPs) and transportation improvement programs
(TIPs) were considered in developing these alternatives.

The Consultant team developed four transportation alternatives
for the US 98 study area that combine a wide range of highway
strategies to address increasing congestion. Each altemative has
an underlying theme associated with it and a list of transportation
projects to relieve congestion:
ALTERNATIVE |- Maximize Existing Corridors
(MEC)
_ This alternative attempted to relieve US 98 congestion
by maximizing the capacity of the existing US 98 corri-
dor through the addition of travel lanes, grade separated
interchanges, and other capacity improvements. Where
US 98 is currently 2 lanes, it was proposed for widen-
ing to 4 lanes, and where it is 4 lanes, it was generally
proposed for 6 or 8 lanes. The primary exception to
this approach is along coastal areas of Franklin County
where US 98 has been designated a Scenic Byway and
frequent hurricane damage results from close proximity
of the roadway to the water. Along this section a new
parallel roadway alignment was proposed.

ALTERNATIVE 2: Bypasses Plus Existing (BPE)

_ This alternative includes several key capacity im-
provements to the existing US 98 corridor in conjunc-
tion with bypasses and parallel corridor improvements
in areas where additional roadway widening might be
difficult or provide limited impact in relieving conges-
tion. Examples of new corridors included the New
Pensacola Bay Bridge, the Navarre-Fort Walton Beach-
Niceville Bypass, the Wright Parkway Bridge connect-
ing Fort Walton Beach with Santa Rosa Island, the Des-
{in East-West Collector System, the West Bay Bypass,
the Gulf Coast Parkway, the Gulf-Franklin Parkway, and
the Red Hills-Coastal Parkway.

ALTERNATIVE 3: Maximize New Corridors (MNC)

_ This alternative maximizes the use of new bypasses
and paralle! corridors in conjunction with very few ca-
pacity improvements to the existing US 98 corridor.

This alternative proposed a larger number of limited
access roadways than the BPE alternative, including a
Pensacola Beltway, an extension between the Navarre-
Fort Walton Beach-Niceville Bypass and the West Bay
Bypass, and corridors linking US 98 to Alabama. A
new Powerline Road corridor was proposed parallel 10
US 98 in Panama City Beach and four-laning of SR 20
and SR 267 to the east was also proposed in place of
US 98 widenings or parallel roads through Franklin and
Wakulla counties.

4: Super Max New Corridors (SMNC)

_ This alternative was largely similar to the MNC al-
temnative, with a few subtle changes aimed at achieving
a continuous system of limited access highways paral-
leling US 98 and i-10. In Escambia and Santa Rosa
Counties, an alternative bridge alignment was proposed
to connect the area near the Pensacola Airport with Gar-
con Point. In Bay County, the Gulf Coast Parkway was
shifted further east to a completely new alignment con-
necting, the Panama City-Dothan Connector with Port
1. Joe. This corridor bypasses the Gulf-Bay Parkway,
directly connects with a limited access Gulf-Franklin
Parkway, and ultimately the Red Hills-Coastal Parkway
Jeading towards Georgia north of Tallahassee.

These four alternatives were subsequently coded into the travel
demand forecasting models and tested to identify the potential
impacts on US 98 traffic and LOS through the year 2030. Model
statistics on travel times, congested speeds, delay, safety, and
other measures were also produced to compare the effectiveness
of each altemative in accordance with study goals and objec-
tives. These results were reviewed with the Authority and used
in the selection of the recommended altemative.

1V. Master Plan Analysis
The Master Plan was evaluated against the goals and objectives
to determine how the system of projects performed.

Performance of Overall Goals and Objectives - The
goals and objectives were measured for the overall study corridor
using the criteria developed for the plan. These included overall
travel time from end-to-end along US 98 and by the fastest alter-
native, reduction in overall network travel time and delay, im-
provements to traffic flow and safety for all users, and improve-
ments lo transportation access {0 Rural Economic Development
Initiative Areas (REDI).

Improved Travel Time and Travel Reliability - The Mas-
ter Plan meets this goal. The plan improves travel time between
key destinations and throughout the region by enabling traffic
to move relatively unimpeded along the limited access corridor.
The new corridor is projected to remain uncongested throughout
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the 2030 study horizon although several segments will be heav-
ily traveled. Travel time path analyses show that the new corri-
dor and the improved system of roadways provides the quickest
and most reliable means of travel for long distance commutes,
regional freight traffic or for inter-regional travel (such as trips
from Panama City to Pensacola). The diversion of traffic to the
new corridor benefits the entire region by lessening travel on US
98 and other parallel roadways.

Improves Levels of Service on US 98 - The plan meets
this goal. The development of the centrally located limited ac-
cess corridor with connections to major north-south travel routes
improves the service conditions on the existing heavily traveled
roadways. Traffic diversion to the new corridor provides relief
for shorter, local trips to take place on arterial and major collector
roadways. In addition, some improvements are recommended to
US 98 and the north-south connecting roadways to help achieve
this goal.

Reduces Hurricane Evacuation Clearance Time - The
plan meets this goal. The hurricane evacuation clearance time
is a measure of the total clearance time from the first car enter-
ing the network to the last car to reach it’s safe destination. It
also includes mobilization and reaction time as evacuees make
preparations and secure their home. The clearance time analysis
conducted for each of the 8 counties found that the recommended
improvements provide for alternative corridors connecting ad-
ditional capacity supply for an evacuation event. Additional im-
provements to north-south roadways provide additional capacity

for out-of-county evacuating traffic relieving bottle necks within
the study area.

It should be noted, this is a comparative measure for the alterna-

tives only and should not be used for the purposes of hurricane
preparedness and evacuation planning.

Improves Safety - The altemative meets this goal. The new
limited access corridor reduces the number of conflict points
and at-grade intersections that are the source of most severe
crashes on existing US 98 and connecting roadways. In addi-
tion, the trend of increasing crashes with increased congestion
along US 98 is improved by the congestion relief provided by
the new corridor.

V. Master Plan Implementation

Upon adoption of the Master Plan, the plan will be submitted to
the Florida Legislature as stipulated in the Authority’s enabling
legislation. Upon legislative approval, an Action Plan will be
developed to initiate the implementation of individual projects.
The Action Plan will identify individual projects and their prior-
ity along with potential finance strategies. A plan summary will
be developed to communicate the results lo other governmental
entities, organizations and citizens.
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Northwest Florida Transportation Corridor Authority Board Members

Mr. James I. Anders. il
James F. Anders Tl was rc-appointed (o the board
in October 2009 by Governor Charlic Crist and
represenis Walton County. Mt Anders was
bom in 1951 m Marianna, Florida and grew up
# in Blountstown, Florida. Mr Anders graduated
;, from Blountstown High School in 1969 and
graduated from the University of Florida in 1974
with a BSBA degree in management. After he
g':iuat:d college he worked in the family farm
equipment and timber business in Blountstown, Florida. Mr. Anders
currently buys and sells Land and Tumber real estate ¢ hout NW
Florida Mr Anders moved to South Walton County in 1996, built a
home on Camp Creck Lake in 1997 and lly rwdes there. Mr
Anders has lived his entire life in the Flomﬂ

Mr. James C. Scou 1H

James Carey Scott 11 was appointed to the board
k in October 2009 by Governor Charlie Crist and
represents Bay County Carcy lives in, and is,
from Panama City where he is involved in vari-
ous businesses. Carey attended and graduated
from the University of South Carolina and The
Flonda Suate University He has two children,
Elizabeth and Nelson

Carey has served on various public and chantable boards over the years
and is firmly commited to the growth and sucess of Northwest Florida.
Most recently, he chaired the planning board for the City of Panama
City for ten years

Mr. Stephen K. Norris
it Stephen K Norris was re-appointed to the board
: in October 2009 by Governor Charlie Crist
j and represents Gulf County. He resides in Port
St Joe, Flonda with his wife, Rebecca and two
t children, Zac and Ashton. Steve graduated from
Wewahitchka High School in 1978. He was pre-
viously employed by St Joc Papcr Company
and Florida Coast Paper Company for 20 years.
Steve is pruemlz the co-owner of Scott’s Qual-
iy Electric, Inc. and Classic Coastal Construction, Inc. He currently
holds a registered clectrical license and state certified builder license in
the state of Florida

= Mr. Robert B. Montgomen

[ Robert B. Monlgomery was re-appointec
board in October 2009 by Governor Charl
and rcpresents Santa Rosa County. Mr

gomery attended Pensacola Jumor Colle
graduated in 1967 with an Associate of A

He also attended Florida State Uni

g?eimol of Business and graduated in 1965
Bachelor of Scicnce degree

Mr. Montgomery is the owner of Montgomery Realtors in Guif |
Florida and has owncd thus business since 1971 Mr. Montgor
currently active as 2 Board member of the Pensacola Junior (
Foundation, member of the BB&T Bank Board of Directors, men
the Florida Alabama Strategic Task Force, member of Gateway F
Board in Pensacola, and a member of the Gulf Breeze High Sche
visory Committee, just to name a few Mr Montgomery has had
history of being actively involved in the community

Honorable Cheryl K. Sanders

Cheryl Sanders was rc-appointed to the
by Govemor Charlie Crist im October 2!
represent Franklin County Cheryl was bo
raised in Franklin County She graduatec
Carrabelle High School in 1973 and at
Lively Vocational Technical School in Tal
sec Chery! and her husband Oscar have
marricd for 33 years

Cheryl was clected to the Franidin County
of County Commissioners in 1998 and was re-elecicd in 2002 and
While on the County Commission she has served as Vice-Che
from 2000-2002 and Chairman from 2002-2006. She presently ¢
the Florida Association of Countics as a Board Mcmber and al:
on the Small County Coalition representing the Northern Gulf
Region which includes several of the counties that are in the Autt

“In my years of public service it has always been about the peop
their needs. It’s not about making promises that you can’t kee
about making commitments to the people you serve,” says Mrs
ers.

g Mr. Robert 1. McGill 111

. Robert E. McGill, 11 was appointed to the |
5 wn October, 2009 by Governor Charlie Cni:
represents Okaloosa County. He receive
undergraduate degree from Tulane Univ
in 1978, and graduated from Tulanc Univ
Law School in 1981. He has becn a memt
the Florida Bar since 1990, and his practic
cuses on all aspects of real estate and con
tion law

Bob 1s active in the Destin community and is currently serving ¢
Sacred Heart Haspital Development Board and the Walton Count
litical Action Committce He has been a member of the Destin R
Club since 1987.

57




58

WHS CLASS OF 2012—PROJECT GRADUATION
P.O. Box 565, WEWAHITCHKA, FL 32465
850-841-0394

Dear Friends: January 2012

Project Graduation is an all night, drug and alcohol free lock-in party for the graduating
Seniors of Wewahitchka High School Class of 2012 and their dates. Parents have met,
organized, set goals and are working to raise the funds needed to make this special night fun,
safe and memorable for the graduates to gather one last time in an atmosphere of celebration and
friendship.
National Statistics show that graduates are at a higher risk of accident or fatality on
graduation night than any other time in their lives. In 1985, the state-endorsed Project
Graduation was launched in Gulf County and has become a time-honored tradition.

Project Graduation has been a great success in past years. Parents of seniors of the Class
of 2012 host this event where refreshments are served, games are played and the seniors have the

opportunity to win prizes throughout the night.

In order to make this night a success, the parents of the senior class of 2012 ask for your
help. A tax-deductible donation of any amount would be greatly appreciated. If you are unable
to make a monetary donation, a gift would also be accepted, as we will be giving away door
prizes throughout the night. The senior class consists of about sixty-five students.

Project graduation is not possible without the support of the parents, businesses in the
community and personal donations. Please make your check out to the WHS Class of 2012—
Project Graduation and mail it to the above address. Gifts can be picked up if you would call

the above number.
Thank you for your support to the Class of 2012.

Sincerely, . <

~y
i
w

WY 2= A7

Project Graduation 2012
Debbie Setterich, president

Cosklizoct




