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Tell the Florida Public Service Commission to support the cancellation of Duke 

Energy Florida’s Levy Co. reactor project. The project’s estimated cost to build two 

Toshiba-Westinghouse AP1000 reactors had skyrocketed by 400% to $24 billion from 

initial estimated costs of approximately $5 billion per reactor and the original in-service 

dates were delayed by at least eight years. The cancellation of this project, and the 

retirement of a number of existing reactors around the country provide evidence that the 

economics of nuclear power are meeting reality. Additionally: 

 The cancellation of the Levy project along with retirement of the Crystal River 3 

reactor and the announced retirements of Crystal River 1 & 2 coal units by 2020 

provides a unique opportunity for Duke Energy Florida (DEF) to pivot to lower cost, 

lower risk resources, such as energy efficiency in meeting electricity demand.      

 Energy efficiency programs can meet demand at a fraction of the cost of building 

new power plants. Smarter energy use can lower overall utility system costs and 

insulate customers from price spikes for fuel used to generate electricity. It helps 

customers reduce energy use and save money on their bills. That’s why 14 States 

have regulatory programs in place that are achieving 1%, or more, annual energy 

savings through energy efficiency programs according to ACEEE’s 2012 scorecard.  

 Unfortunately, DEF meets a meager 0.32% of annual electricity demand through 

energy efficiency programs. While this is better than FPL’s abysmal 0.2% annual 

energy savings, it is still well below leading peer utilities performance of energy 

efficiency in other states.   

 DEF should be required to prioritize low cost, low risk energy efficiency programs as 

a way to meet current and future electricity demand. Since DEF shareholders do not 

earn a rate of return on energy efficiency implementation, financial incentives may 

be necessary to encourage the Company to meet meaningful energy efficiency 

goals.   

 Florida has to move to a more integrated resource planning process. The disjointed 

nature of the current Florida process is not conducive to the fair evaluation of all 

resources – energy efficiency is not placed on a “level playing field” with supply-side 

resources (power plants). Hence, lower cost, lower risk resources that benefit 

customers are being underutilized.1  

 The PSC needs to protect FPL customers from the bad investment that the Turkey 

Point reactors represent and urge that utility to invest in low cost, low risk efficiency. 
                                                           
1
 The closest semblance to an Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) in Florida is the requirement on a utility to 

file a Ten-Year Site Plan. The Ten-year Site Plan is not in itself an IRP, but a long-range planning 
document that summarizes internal resource planning decisions made by the utility. The PSC has no 
authority to require changes to the plans. The only meaningful way to explore internal utility resource 
planning assumptions is for stakeholder to formally intervene in the Florida Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Act (FEECA)

 
conservation goal setting process or in a need determination proceeding. 
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http://www.cleanenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/ACEEE_2012_StateEnergyEfficencyScorecard.pdf
http://blog.cleanenergy.org/2013/09/20/fpl-wins-floridians-lose-turkey-point/
http://blog.cleanenergy.org/2013/09/20/fpl-wins-floridians-lose-turkey-point/

