
FPL Meeting Minutes 
Tropical Audubon Society 

5530 Sunset Drive Miami, FL 33143 
4/23/08 7:00pm 

 
Attendance 
Lloyd Miller 
Mark Kraus 
Ron Nuehring 
Elane Nuehring 
Ana Bikic 
Mark Coulzard 
Juan L. Riera 
Nick Diaz 
Liz Noto 
Claudia Lauriendo 
Sue Wilcox 
William Cutie 
David Swetland 
Laura Reynolds 
Ramon Ferrer 
Rhonda Roff 
Mark Oncavage 
TJ Marshall 
 
Key 
* Comments made by FPL representatives are shown in black 
* Comments made by the audience are shown in blue 
* Important information is bolded 
 
What youÕre looking at is a picture of a portion of the Turkey Point Power Plant. It has, 
basically, five units on it. YouÕre looking at the nuclear tube, the nuclear units on the left, 
oil units in the middle, and thereÕs a natural gas unit just off the picture there. Basically I 
will cover things in detail to just reinforce the fact that FPL is a leader in all in all areas 
weÕve talked about. In conservation, in participating in government initiatives for C02 
reduction, in actually in being out in front in trying to help the federal government as well 
as the state government figure out how we can balance the CO2 issues and figure out a 
good way to deal with C02 pricing, emissions, that sort of thing and how to reduce those 
emissions with a reasonable, balanced portfolio. We believe that there are specific 
environmental advantages to nuclear power generation. I donÕt know if youÕre aware of it 
but nuclear power is the largest emissions free electric generation in the world. About 
three quarters of the electricity is produced emissions free. When FPL looks at putting 
new generation we look at where we can put the least amount of footprint. Be it physical, 
be it CO2 emissions and how we can design the most efficient and effective unit in every 
single category that we ever try to site. In the case of Turkey Point, we would be using a 
site that is already an industrial facility thatÕs been in operation for over 40 years, same 
population. We basically exist very cooperatively and compatibly with the environment 
there at Turkey Point. By citing a new nuclear plant there, we can use the existing plant 



site and minimize any additional plant resources that we use now. Thousands of acres 
will still remain in their natural state, which is an incredible statement to be able to make. 
Those 24,000 acres in property down to natural land area, we have preserved in 
perpetuity 13,000 of those in Everglades litigation. We have 11,000 of which 6,000 is 
our cooling canal facility and then a smaller portion on the order of 300 acres is the 
power plant and then we have all this other acreage which is either kept in its 
natural state or serves as access roads and things like that.  
 
I hate when they keep saying that thereÕs absolutely none [CO2 emissions] for nuclear. In 
2001, 93% of the nations recorded emissions of CFCsÉ. 
 
What youÕre bringing up is basically the whole life of petrology. When you look at your 
automobile that you own, you think about when you press the gas pedal. You donÕt think 
about how much emission went into creating it, how much is going to be in destroying it. 
So yes, we could get into all of those elements.  When we make these statements 
disregarding the generation of electricity- 
 
ItÕs not how you get there. 
 
Barbara, in that line could you make a comparison between external things like coal, gas, 
oil and nuclear in terms of emissions   
 
I couldnÕt answer that question. I can try to get an answer to that questionÉ. 
 
ItÕs not really your responsibility, quite frankly I guess. I was just curious.  
 
Yeah, I canÕt help you. 
 
I have a high energy efficient car. My gas mileage is fairly low. But you look at ÔWhat 
am I going to do with my battery when IÕm done with my car?Õ WeÕre all in it together.  
WeÕre all together with the same kinds of issues and so weÕre trying to do the best that we 
can and balance. FPL does a much better job than most utilities do in our country. We 
aim to be the cleanest facility and offer the best, most efficient, reliable, environmentally 
sound opportunities that we can. So, as such, we are really proud of Turkey Point. We 
have a population of birds at Turkey Point and a population of crocodiles that there is 
nowhere else in the world. WeÕre singly responsible the American crocodile that went 
from almost extinct down to a threatened category. Yes, sir? 
 
I would like to remind you that you have those crocodiles because the federal government 
forced you to build a cooling canal system in 1968. It wasnÕt something you voluntarily 
did. You were forced to do it after your firstÉ. So IÕm happy that youÕre happy with your 
cooling canal system but it wasnÕt your idea.  
 
Well, IÕll grant you that one. I canÕt argue with you there. But what I think is important 
there are the actions that we took. And that was back in 1968 or 77 or 73, whatever the 
date really was. YouÕre right. We thought certain things were going to happen. When you 
look at what the environmental rules were back then and how they were built and what 



we looked at back then itÕs very different from today. So we operate in a different world 
in a different way and we took action to correct what was discovered to be wrong.  
 
I think the important thing is that today, we go above and beyond what any requirement 
is on any of our stuff whether itÕs greenhouse gas, whether itÕs other emissions or water, 
whatever it might be, we try to go above and beyond thatÕs why Lou Haysmen has taken 
a very active role in Washington as well as the state.   
 
Well, IÕll see where youÕre going to get your water and what youÕre going to do with it.   
 
Fair enough.  
 
Meanwhile what is by operating things nuclear energy in the state of Florida at Turkey 
Point, we have been able to avoid 500 million tons of CO2 emissions over a course of 
time. This is where that yellow vertical you see at the bottom represents how many 
emissions of CO2 has been avoided with the equivalent energy that has been produced. If 
we had operated instead a gas plant we wouldÕve added the blue bar, if you will and the 
amount of emissions wouldÕve been the top of that blue bar. If we had replaced that by oil 
it would be higher and higher still for coal. Now thatÕs the same kind of coal plants that 
wouldÕve been built in those years, those same years that we did certain things in. So itÕs 
impressive. Nuclear power has to be part of the equation if, in fact, we are concerned 
with CO2 emissions and if, in fact, we are concerned with sea level rise. New nuclear 
power in general and nuclear generation has been proven to be safe, reliable, secure and 
produce affordable and reliable electricity thatÕs a huge benefit that we feel has to be 
added to our base load generation capacity (BLGC). Base load means it runs almost all 
the time. It keeps your lights on and allows us to be able to build some of these other less 
dependable, less reliable sources.  
 
  I hate when they do thatÉI know youÕre trying to do the best you canÉ 
 
ÉThe big issue is that the power did go out. É. There are a number of individual 
systems that, in essence, kick in to prevent damage to the whole power plant. The good 
news is that the power went out, the bad news is that it was an accident to begin with and 
it shouldÕve been prevented. But it was a transmission substation and really has nothing 
to do with the power plant.  
 
It took a total of what I believe to be 48 hours to get everyoneÕs power back on. It sounds 
like a lot and may have been an inconvenience but think about what weÕve become 
accustomed to having at the flip of a switchÉWe need to do a combination of things to 
make sure when you flip that switch you get electricity. So many of you have been down 
to the bay and have seen the power plant. There are 5 units and in the map you are 
looking at the 2 nuclear units. The tall stacks, they actually either burn natural gas or oil 
and beyond that we have a 700 megawatt natural gas power plant. So the potential of the 
new power plants would be that one would come online in 2018 and the other in 
2020. 
 
 
 



Unit 1 and 2 came online in 1967 and 68. Unit 5 came online last year. The two nuclear 
units came online in 72 and 73. Unit 1 and 2 are 400 megawatts each.  Unit 5 is 1100 
megawatts. Units 3 and 4 are 800 megawatts each. So add that up for me.  
 
WhatÕs the life expectancy for units 3 and 4?  
 
Well, thereÕs not a straightforward answer. But the license that we got when we first put 
them in back in 72 and 73 was for 20 years. The license was renewed several years ago 
for another 20 years. ItÕs hard to answer that exactly because we are constantly changing 
out pieces of equipment as they wear. So that extends the life of the actual operating plant 
regardless of the license.  
 
TheyÕre 800 megawatts each so youÕre getting a 100-megawatt upgrade on both units 3 
and 4?  
 
Well thatÕs the upgrade, 104 megawatts each.  
 
Are there large facilities like this one this close to metropolitan areas? 
 
Yes, there are. Lots of them. Our Martin facility is equally as large as this. Our Fort 
Meyers facility is not quite this large; itÕs about 2000 megawatts. But itÕs not uncommon 
for them to be large.  
 
A lot of the coal units are very large facilities too.  New York City, for example, has huge 
facilities right inside.  
 
The situation in Chernobyl I cannot speak for exactly but they did not have any of the 
safe guards in place that we have today. New nuclear generation is designed to be more 
safety oriented and have more safe guards against the kinds of things that happened.  
 
Before and after 9-11 our nuclear power plants were already very safe. We have systems 
to counteract a terrorist attack. After 9-11 we increased that by 10 fold. We are now 
under the office of Homeland Security. We are in close contact with the federal 
government, the FBI, the CIA and have built several barriers of protection. The 
Chernobyl plantÕs reactor was not really in a containment building, from my 
understanding, like the ones we have in our nuclear power plants. There have been some 
studies that demonstrate that our containment building can withstand the impact of a 
jetliner. TheyÕre built very strong and theyÕre safe.  
 
Is it tested? 
 
No. 
 
How do you know theyÕre so secure? 
 
The Nuclear Energy Institution ran a test thatÕs based on models.  
 



We could get diverted on nuclear energy but where is it going and where is it coming 
from? Electricity moves so quickly across huge grids. Is there something so specific that 
it has to be here right on the shores of a wonderful national park? Could it be somewhere 
else? There will be impact from that. WeÕve heard rumors about where the cooling water 
will come from. WeÕd like to quell those rumors at this point.  
 
Well, weÕll get on to that. WeÕll explain to you as much as we can. And where we are in 
this entire process is not at the very beginning anymore but we donÕt have all of the 
answers to all of your questions. Our plan is to have our applications ready for 
submittal sometime between the end of the year- this year and March 09. Between 
now and the time we submit those applications, we have to have answers to questions that 
weÕre all asking.  
 
Will you be asking for public input?  
 
WeÕre asking for public input now. 
 
How are we supposed to give public input if we donÕt know what the plans are? 
 
Well letÕs go on and maybe itÕll give you a little more equipment.  
 
According to my notes, I have it that youÕre doing this by January 2009. Is that wrong? 
 
WeÕre planning to have that application into the state by the end of the year. But we may 
not have all the answers and if we donÕt we canÕt submit the applications. But the nuclear 
regulatory commission combined operating license applications which are scheduled to 
be submitted October 31st 2009. Will that happen on that exact day? I cannot tell you. 
ThatÕs what weÕre planning for. ItÕs a big project. There are lots of pieces and parts. IÕm 
going to tell you what we know today and how we think weÕre going to proceed to get the 
answers so weÕll have more information. Our target and again itÕs a target because once 
we submit those applications that we just talked about we have to go through the whole 
application process which takes a year in the state process and can take up to 3 years in 
the Nuclear Regulatory process and 5 years to build each unit. That adds up to have a 
power plant ready to serve your needs in 2018 and 2020. The project requires a 
reliable water source for process and cooling water. It isnÕt required for nuclear reactor 
safety anymore. ItÕs different from the old style nuclear reactor where basically the 
cooling canal system is the heat sink. Now thereÕs a heat sink attached to the actual 
nuclear power unit. We think we need on the order of 60 to 90 million gallons of 
cooling and process water a day. The reason for the range is because it depends on 
where the water source comes from and the quality of that water. The better the quality 
the less water you need. The more salinity, for example, the more water you need.  
 
More salt in it the more water you need?       
 
Yes, more salt more water. 
 
Where is the heat sink going to be located? 
 



ItÕs inside the containment unit itself. ItÕs part of its design.  ThatÕs as much as I can tell 
you without getting into nuclear engineering.  
 
Is the water recycled? 
 
Well part of it will be evaporated and will have to be replaced. That number is in 
the 30 to 45 million gallons a day.  
 
On the water topic, you identified four potential places where the water could come from. 
Could you review those possibilities?  
 
Why do we need water? We need to keep the thermal load cool. Our first and best water 
source choice at this point is reclaimed water.  
 
Where would that come from?  
    
It would come from a combination of places like the wastewater treatment facility in 
south Florida. The south district facility is about 8 miles away from here and north on 
Virginia Key is another facility. ThereÕs a lot of work going on between the water 
department, Miami-Dade county and FPL to try and figure out how we get your water 
and stop it from going out to the ocean, bring it down, treat it appropriately, and use it in 
power generation. 
 
Has anyone figured out how to get 90 million gallons of water a day from Virginia Key 
30 miles down the river system? 
 
Well, it sounds like you know a lot about the system. If you do, then you know the 
system has to carry that water outside of Virginia Key. There are ways to reverse that 
flow and bring that water down to the south district water facility and expand that facility 
in a way that would treat all of the water there and then send it. ItÕs only 8 miles away. 
 
I know itÕs only 8 miles away but I want to know how somebody is going to get it here.  
 
IÕm not from FPL. I work with the Florida Coastline and Ocean Coalition and weÕve been 
working on a bill through Florida house and senate about closing the ocean outfalls. Our 
number one environmental concern for the Florida Coastline and Ocean Coalition has 
been closing the 6 ocean outfalls. They pump 300 million gallons of partially treated 
sewage everyday. ThatÕs only 24% of the wastewater in the tri-town area. We produce 
about a billion gallons everyday. That itÕs going to be out in Virginia Key is not known. 
What theyÕre going to have to do is build new facilities that do advanced wastewater 
treatment. So that water will be very clean water and can be used for purposes like golf 
courses, swales, things of that nature. And one of the ideas is can we use it for these 
facilities. Alan Perrago, heÕs a good friend, heÕs a little concerned about if weÕve done 
any study testing on how reclaimed water is going to evaporate. Is it going to be good 
enough to be able to do that? Miami-Dade County actually stalled the bill for a while and 
theyÕve extended the time from 10 years to 15 years because they want to get it to go to 
R.O which is reverse osmosis. It has a very heavy carbon footprint. It creates sludge that 
is highly toxic but there is a much smaller quantity of it. But to answer how it will get to 



the plant, they can site the new facility near the plant because that will be the primary 
user. Right now FPL buys about 1000 gallons of water for 3 dollars. It would have a 
different price to pay for that facility which now makes money back on having this reuse 
facility initiated.       
  
My question is, and will continue to be, how do you get 90 million gallons of water 
there? 
 
It can be done. ItÕs possible to build a pipeline in our transmission line and bring it 
from South Dade facility down to our facility.  
 
I wish you would have the courtesy to explain to us how that would not affect our 
wetlands down 45 miles of coastline.  
 
ThereÕs actually a different option than that. The county is going to use R.O because R.O 
is so clean. You probably saw about a month or two ago that there are trace 
pharmaceuticals in advanced wastewater. R.O gets rid of that. The county has told us, and 
we donÕt quite agree it, but they want to recharge the aquifer with the R.O water.  I 
assume they would literally be able to pull out right from the facility because the R.O is 
going to be the recharge.  
 
The transmission line that goes from that south Dade facility all the way to our facility is 
already an impacted area. It already has a road. This is our number one option. 
 
WhatÕs number two? 
 
We donÕt have a number two exactly. We donÕt have a winner.  
 
In the context of the Everglades Restoration program, what complications are going to be 
between the south Dade facility and your facility? 
      
None. There’s a 110 millions gallons a day or so that’s injecting into the deep aquifer 
at the South-Dade facility. We would take water, bring it from Virginia Key, use it, treat 
it, and then transport it back. ItÕs very complicated.  
 
Is that secondary or tertiary treatment to allow it to drain into wetlands? 
 
ItÕs tertiary treatment. ItÕs costing us a lot of money to clean this up.  
 
WhoÕs paying for all of this? 
 
We are. 
 
FPL, again, tries to do what is most cost effective, most reliable, and most protective. But 
FPL has its customer base and that customer base pays for its service. I donÕt think FPL 
ever tries to deny that. So we have to find a balance.  
 



I have another issue. If the sea level is really rising then this facility may be underwater in 
2030. Not the power plants but everything around it, including roads.  
 
ItÕs a much bigger problem than we can address in this one power plant. Part of this 
power plant has no CO2 emissions and is part of the equation to help defray the sea level 
rise that spreads because of CO2 emissions. If we donÕt start now we canÕt wait till 30 
years from now and decide not to put in low emission units because weÕre afraid the sea 
level is going to rise. If the sea level rises itÕs going to take out a lot more people than 
what we have to provide to. ItÕs a much bigger issue than just one power plant.  
 
I agree. But the location of the plant makes it very vulnerable.  
 
But every place in Florida is vulnerable. 
  
A study was done in Europe that said Miami is the number one city with the most 
potential to have problems due to sea level rising in the world. 
 
So then what do you think we should do about that? Do you think all of us in this room 
should just say ÔwhateverÕ? There isnÕt another place in the state of Florida that has a 
whole lot more elevation than here that is in our service territory. It costs a lot to take a 
power plant from way up north then bring that power down across power lines to get to 
Miami-Dade County that needs it or to any place in our grid that needs it.  
 
This area here does not need the two nuclear plants. YouÕre going to have a lot of power 
loss moving from here to up north.  
 
If you look at the amount of power that is required for Miami-Dade County and the 
tri-county area it’s over 50% imputed into this area. So we will not be exporting this 
power. 
 
Is that year long? 
 
ItÕs on average.  
 
If I brought in evidence that this can all be done with solar who would I give it to? 
Because it can be and wouldnÕt have to worry about all of this. Germany is doing it and 
Abu Dhabi is doing it.  
 
Have you ever seen what Abu Dhabi is doing to their wells? Take a look. YouÕd be 
frightened to death if you saw what they do with their wells.  
 
The largest providers of solar right now are basically in Europe also. The Spaniards are 
one of them. We have Germany. And those individuals are also some of the largest 
providers of nuclear so theyÕre comparable. And the issue is that solar has an intermittent 
capability so you need something to offset that. Solar doesnÕt need water, nuclear needs 
water; so weÕre trying to figure out ways to be compatible. But if you look at what some 
of the governorÕs mandates were, remember there was a 20% reduction in green house 
gases emissions from standards that were set 10 years ago. WeÕre all working toward that 



standard. ItÕs not just going to be the utility business. ThereÕs a lot of stuff that goes with 
it too like manufacturing, auto, and the way we plan our infrastructure. Utility is one 
component of it.  
 
How many acres of new construction will this project be using?   
 
Approximately 300 acres. 
 
And those 300 acres will be elevated 20 feet high? 
 
Yes. Right now the site is at 14 feet.  
 
Where will you be getting that fill? 
 
Well weÕre doing a study on all different potential sources. 
 
Like mining in the Everglades? 
 
Mining is the Everglades is certainly one of them.  
 
Unfortunately we donÕt have the answer yet about fill. WeÕre working with a group of 
various government agencies; army corps of engineers, DEP, water management district, 
US Fish and Wildlife. They are helping us identify the water sources. WeÕre also looking 
for fill. So we donÕt have an answer yet. WeÕre looking at the alternatives. One of the 
alternatives would be purchasing fill from commercially available sources. 
 
Another part of the equation that we have been working on with various agencies is 
taking fill from areas that are immediately to the North of the facility that we own, 
or even that we donÕt own, and working that into the comprehensive everglades 
restoration plan.  That plan, basically, is trying to take water and put it back to the way it 
use to flow down and part of the working plan requires keeping water when itÕs available 
and letting it out when thereÕs a drought or low water period. WeÕve been directed to go 
to the western part of the area thatÕs considered to be alternatively owned. There are some 
really sensitive areas that we own that agencies and others have expressed a distinct 
dislike for us for considering those areas for fill. WeÕve been directed to other areas 
where we could take fill and leave a reservoir to incorporate into the Everglades 
restoration plan.   
 
So the plan is to mine your own property for the fill?  
 
ThatÕs one of the options but I donÕt think we can get enough fill from just that, not in the 
areas weÕve been directed to.  
 
Who directs you to these areas? 
 
Miami-Dade County and Everglades National Park. TheyÕre all part of this group called 
the Comprehensive Compatibility Working Group. They look at the possible problems. 



These agencies are still trying to fix problems that were created for us to be able to live 
here.  
 
You mentioned reservoirs. I donÕt understand the concept because the Biscayne aquifer is 
the most porous in the country. Where are you going to store this thing other than at sea 
level?  
 
WeÕre looking at line reservoirs with some kind of geotechnical fabric. Possibly clay. 
WeÕre not mining deep enough to have to blast or get to the salt mine. WeÕve talked 
about mining 80 feet.  
 
Can I go back to water for a second? Is the quality of water needed for this proposal the 
same that is currently used in the existing units, 3 and 4? For example if you had another 
5 miles of cooling loops, would that be? 
 
Sure.  
 
What if you built the walls of existing cooling loops higher and contained twice as much 
water, would it support to more units? 
 
That wouldnÕt work. The water level would remain the same.  If you raise it any higher 
than you wouldnÕt get the air floor across the surface of the water and you wouldnÕt get 
the cooling effect that you need.  
 
So the 2005-2006 coast waters supply plan dug by the south Florida water management 
district said in itÕs 20 year planning period there currently is 4.5 million gallons per day 
used for thermal electric power generation self supply. They predict that within a 20 year 
time period there will be an additional 103 million gallons per day total. So I guess that 
reflects some earlier iteration of this proposal and that was back in 2005 and 2006.  
 
Jumping back a bit, the other sources of water that could be possibly available are all the 
way down into what is called a boulder zone which is in the lower part of the Florida 
aquifer. WeÕre not looking at the upper Florida aquifer because thereÕs not enough water 
there for us to pull without having an impact. But the quality of that water is just about 
that of seawater so that means a lot of treatment to get to the quality that we need. Marine 
sources are under consideration. Having an intake structure down on the southern end of 
[] canal is just one of the things under construction. ThereÕs a type of well instillation 
called subterranean which creates a horizontal drill and installs horizontal pipes and they 
go under the bay or under [] canal and would be taking water down from the bay and into 
the ground water and into the plant. Those are our options that are still on the table. We 
donÕt feel tunneling is cost effective and is not an option for us. But there are others who 
think that might be better. Taking out the cooling canals all together is Miami-Dade 
countyÕs idea.  
 
Is there any way to move the water through the closed system any faster? YouÕre using 
14 million gallons a day in the cooling canal now for unit five only. I think the best thing 
in the long run is to expand the cooling canal system.  I donÕt want to have to sit here and 
worry about these things until FPL comes to the public and says they have to do this 



whether they like it or not. When will we know what your plans are that everyone has 
agreed on?  
 
 WeÕre working on it.  
 
Will we get a chance to talk before the application dates?  
 
Well, weÕre talking now and weÕll be willing to come back anytime we can when we 
have something new to share. WeÕll have open houses and hearings over the next 3 years.  
 
Will there be a vote on this? 
 
I don’t know if there’ll be a vote on this exactly. IÕll layout opportunities for you to 
participate in the process and express your opinion and give them to agencies. That we 
work with.  
 
Did we talk about thermal discharge? 
 
Not yet.  
 
Is there any radiation in there? 
 
There’s no radiation in the cooling water. Cooling water doesnÕt touch any part of the 
nuclear process. It doesnÕt go inside the nuclear unit.  
 
What will you do with the discharge? 
 
We’re not sure but the winning choice is injecting it down into the boulders. ItÕs 
called Underground Injection Control systems.  
 
Where does that go? 
 
Some of it comes back up into the reefs. Coral reefs are being impacted by what we put 
down there. 
 
Well some people believe that to be so but I donÕt think thereÕs any actual evidence.  
 
What quality water will you be pumping down there? 
 
It will be a cycled up version of whatever it is we use. If itÕs reclaimed water it will be 
cycled to 5 times, 10 times, or 2 times depending on the quality.  
 
How are you guys getting all these initial approvals without all these questions being 
answered? 
 
IÕm not sure what initial approvals youÕre talking about.  
 
I see you have zoning.  



 
Miami-Dade County is zoning and land use. They ask us a lot of these questions. In fact 
Miami-Dade County issued what is called an Unusual Use permit thatÕs not unusual, itÕs 
just land use terminology. And the permit came with a lot of conditions that said we have 
to come back and approve what our water source is going to be, how weÕre going to treat 
the water, etc. When we have the answer we have to come back.  
 
The TBA reactor in Alabama had to shut down in 2007 because the cooling water was 
too hot. They shut down nuclear reactors in Lake Norman because itÕs using up the 
drinking water this past summer. And IÕve also heard that France had to shut down three 
quarters of their nuclear reactors because the cooling water was too warm to cool. So 
what happens then? Do we lose our power? 
 
Possibly.  
 
Then why is nuclear such a big thing? 
 
YouÕre talking about instances that are sort of arbitrary. TheyÕre not exactly the same 
situation or environment. ThatÕs why weÕre looking at reclaimed water. If we stop 
producing domestic wastewater then we would have to make some kind of adjustment 
and figure out what weÕre going to do. ThereÕs not going to be a drought thatÕs severe 
enough to prevent you from flushing your toilet, maybe. But thatÕs not what weÕre 
planning for.  
 
[Break and information on solar the FPL solar representative] 
 
The best way to reach me is my email. Genese_doyle@fpl.com and my phone is 305-
565-4159. ThatÕs my residential phone number. Every month if you have solar panels on 
your home and you produce more electricity than you use it will be credited to your bill. 
At the end of that 12-month period FPL will pay you now pay you 4 to 10 cents per 
kilowatt hour. You have to fill out an application and make agreements between FPL and 
the customer.  
 
4 to 10 cents is the rate now but itÕs going to go up? 
 
Yes.  
 
If youÕre interested in putting solar panels on your home at your expense so that you can 
reduce your electricity bill and you make more then you can sell it back to us.  
 
Is there any way for FPL to somehow distribute solar? 
 
I think there are lots of different things going on. California is a leader and are creating a 
program that puts 800 million dollars into encouraging solar panels being built into 
rooftops. They have a lot of flat roofs. I think youÕre going to see over the next 3 to 5 
years an evolution of more residential planning. The thinking is ahead of the technology 
and regulatory. TheyÕre not there yet in terms of how you develop a mechanism to 



capture that. Net metering was the first step towards that because the state of Florida was 
lagging in that area. I think it will come.  
 
How can we help you make money doing really clean things? 
 
I think there are two sides of it. There is obviously the whole demand side of it. The other 
side is legislation on the larger renewable projects. If youÕre interested in building wind 
farms and solar in the state there needs to be more aggressive legislation. For example, 
the governor of Arizona declared he wanted to become the Persian gulf of solar. Solar 
does require a lot of land. Just as water is an issue and a precious commodity land is also 
a commodity. I believe the incentives will be more shifted towards the consumer than for 
the utility.  
 
When would be a good time to reconvene with the panel to answer some of these 
questions again when you might have more information? 
 
We will be available as we can. 
 
I think probably in 3 months.  
 
(My recommendations based on this outcome:  that we meet with them privately toward 
the end of the summer to try to gain more insight on the application plan, have a public 
panel in September/October to specifically answer the important questions.  My guess is 
that they will not give us answers to these questions until it gets closer to the application 
date.) 


