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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

RALEIGH 

DOCKET NO. E-100, SUB 118 
DOCKET NO. E-100, SUB 124 

F I L E D 
M l j J ?r : 3 

iin,flS*s Office 
N-C m m s Commission 

BEFORE THE NORTH CAROLINA 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DOCKET NO. E-100, SUB 118 

In the Mailer of Investigation of 
Integrated Resource Planning in North 
Carolina-2008 

DOCKET NO. E-100, SUB 124 

In the Matter of Investigation of 
Integrated Resource Planning in North 
Carolina-2009 

BRIEF OF CPI USA NORTH CAROLINA 
LLC f/k/a EPCOR USA NORTH 

CAROLINA LLC 

Intervener CPI USA North Carolina LLC1, formerly known as EPCOR USA North 

Carolina LLC, through counsel, hereby submits its brief to the North Carolina Utilities 

Commission ("Commission") on Investigation of Integrated Resource Planning in North 

Carolina 2008 and 2009 in the above-captioned docket as follows: 

I. Introduction 

This consolidated docket for integrated resource planning is perhaps the most 

comprehensive assessment of electric utilities' resource planning to date in North Carolina. 

Compliance plans in this docket must encompass more than traditional methods of assessing and 

projecting current and future demand, they must also include an assessment of supply-side 

resources and Renewable Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standards ("REPS") compliance as 

required by Senate Bill 3. Order Scheduling Hearings on 2009 Integrated Resource Plans and 

1IIFCOR USA North Carolina LLC was renamed CPI USA North Carolina LLC effective November 16.2009. The company's name was 
changed as part ofa rcbranding initiative following the transfer of EPCOR Utilities, Inc.'s power generation assets lo Capital Power Corporation 
in July 2009. To maintain consistency with previous filings in North Carolina, despite the name change, the acronym l:UNC is being used in this 
filing. 
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REPS Compliance Plans and Consolidating Dockets for Decision. October 19, 2009, pp. 1-3 

("Scheduling Order"). 

Electric utilities' resource planning is governed by N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-110.1 (c), which 

provides: 

The Commission shall develop, publicize, and keep current an analysis of the 
long-range needs for expansion of facilities for the generation of electricity in 
North Carolina, including its estimate of probable fulure growth of the use of 
electricity, the probable needed generating reserves, the extent, size, mix and 
general locations of generating plants and arrangements for pooling power to the 
extent not regulated by the Federal Power Commission and other arrangements 
with other utilities and energy suppliers to achieve maximum efficiencies for the 
benefit of the people of North Carolina... 

Id. In addition, it is the policy of the State of North Carolina "|t]o assure that resources 

necessary to meet future growth through the provision of adequate, reliable utility service 

include use of the entire spectrum of demand-side options, including but not limited to 

conservation, load management and efficiency programs, as additional sources of energy supply 

and/or energy demand reductions." N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-2 (a) (3a). These two provisions of 

North Carolina law, along with corresponding rules, governed the IRP process up until 2008. 

After Senate Bill 3 was enacted, the policy of the State and thus the scope of the IRP 

process was expanded lo include an assessment of public utilities' efforts to: 

promote the development of renewable energy and energy efficiency through the 
implementation of Renewable Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standards (REPS) that 
will do all of the following: 
a. Diversify the resources used to reliably meet the energy needs of 

consumers in the State. 
b. Provide greater energy security through the use of indigenous energy 

resources available within the State. 
c. Encourage private investment in renewable energy and energy efficiency. 
d. Provide improved air quality and other benefits to energy consumers and 

citizens of the State. 
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N.C Gen. Stat. § 62-2 (a) (10). The Commission revised its rules to recognize the additional 

obligations under Senate Bill 3 in the IRP process. Scheduling Order, p. 3; Rules R8-60 (c), 

(h)(4). 

Because this is the first time the Commission will fully consider the requirements and 

policy of Senate Bill 3 in the IRP process, it is crucial that the Commission's final order 

recognizes these additional obligations and provides appropriate direction and guidance for 

ftiture integrated resource planning. 

II. EUNC's Interest 

EUNC has an interest in this docket based on its history as a power producer in North 

Carolina and its efforts to convert its facilities into in-state providers of renewable energy and 

capacity under Senate Bill 3. The EUNC facilities have supplied energy and capacity to Progress 

Energy Carolinas, Inc. ("Progress") for more than 20 years. Testimony of Don Reading, Vol. 

IV, p. 53, line 1 - p. 54, line 14 and p. 68, line 16 - p. 69, line 1. In its 2008 IRP, Progress 

indicated that it anticipated renewing its contracts with EUNC, which were set lo expire on 

December 31, 2009. Progress Energy Carolinas Integrated Resource Plan, September 1,2008 

("2008 IRP"), p. C-1, footnote 1. EUNC spent more than $86 million modifying its North 

Carolina plants to utilize biomass and alternative fuels in order to qualify for renewable energy 

credits ("RECs") on 50 to 60 percent of their output under Senate Bill 3. Testimony of Don 

Reading, Vol. IV, p. 69, lines 2-7; see Docket No. SP-165, Sub 3. Both plants are qualifying 

facilities ("QFs") under the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 ("PURPA"). Order 

Issuing Amended Certificates, Accepting Registration Statement and Issuing Declaratory Ruling, 

Docket No. SP-165, Sub 3, December 17, 2009. Despite EUNC's efforts and Progress' 2008 

IRP filing, without explanation, EUNC's two plants were not included in Progress' 2009 IRP 

[SK004343.DOCX4 J 3 



beyond December 31,2009. Progress Energy Carolinas Integrated Resource Plan, September 1, 

2009 ("2009 IRP"), p. C-l .2 

EUNC is concerned about Progress' ability to comply with Senate Bill 3's REPS 

requirement in the mid- and long-term, Progress' resource mix. Progress' procedure for 

contracting with QFs under the requirements of PURPA and the Commission's avoided cost 

orders. 

HI. Progress' 2009 IRP and REPS Compliance Plan Falls Short of Meeting the 
Requirements of Senate Bill 3 in the Mid- and Long-Term 

This consolidated IRP docket provides the Commission with the first full look at how 

renewable energy will become part of the resource mix in utilities' integrated resource planning. 

Senate Bill 3 phases in its REPS requirements overtime until the year 2021, when 12.5% of 

2020 North Carolina retail sales must be subject to REPS. N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-133.7 (b) (1). 

While the law gives eleclric public utilities a variety of ways to meet these requirements, id. at 

(b) (2), it will take significant advanced planning to achieve Senate Bill 3's requirements. 

Progress' 2009 IRP filing simply falls short, both in terms of its plans to acquire in-state RECs to 

comply with Senate Bill 3 and in terms of its projected resource mix over the planning horizon. 

Progress' 2009 IRP filing shows its ability to meet Senate Bill 3's initial short-term 

requiremenis by relying heavily on banked out-of-state wind RECs. Testimony of David 

Fonvielle, Vol. I, p. 171, line 2 0 - p . 172, line 17; Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 145, 

line 22 - p. 146, line 8. However, 75% of the RECs required must be generated in-state and 

Progress will have a greater need for in-state RECs beginning in 2014, al which point Senate Bill 

3 requires that 6% of retail sales be derived from renewable energy resources and energy 

2 Because EUNC's facilities are QI-'s, they are entitled lo full avoided costs under FERC's regulations implementing PURPA and the 
Commission *s avoided cost orders. EUNC and Progress are currently in arbitration over the appropriate amount of avoided energy and capacity 
costs Progress must pay EUNC. Docket No. E-2, Sub 966. Payment lor RECs produced by EUNC's facilities is separate from payment of 
avoided costs. Order Establishing Standard Kates and Contract Tenns for Qualifying Facilities. Docket No. E-100, Sub 106, December 19,2007, 
p. 10. 
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efficiency measures. Testimony of Don Reading, Vol. IV, p. 57, line 11 - p. 59, line 3; p. 79, line 

3 - p. 81, line 17; CPI Progress Energy Cross Examination, Exhibit 2, Vol. V, p. 125, attached 

hereto as Exhibit 1 (hereinafter "Exhibit 1"). 

Of concern is that Progress' REPs Compliance Plan, 2009 IRP, Appendix D - Alternative 

Supply Resources NC REPs Compliance Plan, disguises the need for significant RECs by giving 

the impression that REC needs are covered through 2016. The fulure of REC compliance, as 

presented in Exhibit 7, assumes that out-of-state wind RECs are spread over the 5-year time 

horizon ending in 2016 by showing positive REC carryforward balances for each year (with the 

carryforward balance ultimately reaching zero after fulfilling the need for RECs in 2016)3. 2009 

IRP. Exhibit 7 of Appendix D - Alternative Supply Resources NC REPS Compliance Plan, p. D-

13. Progress' witness Fonvielle testified that, "PEC is already compliant through 2013 and 

would need to add only 200GWhs to be compliant in 2014." Rebuttal Testimony of David 

Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 17, lines 17-18. What is not revealed by Fonvielle's statement but is 

revealed in Exhibit 1, attached hereto and explained below, is that achieving this outcome 

requires applying all of the out-of-state wind RECs lo the period ending in 2014, 2 years earlier 

than what is shown in Exhibit 7 of the REPs Compliance Plan. The effect of this is the creation 

of an enormous need for RECs starting in 2015, and a corresponding enormous need for REC-

producing capacity in the same year (the majority of it in-state). 

As shown in Exhibit 1 hereto, Progress will be short 166GWh of RECs in 2014. Mr. 

Fonvielle testified this need could be met with "only 25 MWs of wood biomass brought on-line 

in 2014." Vol. V, lines 18-19. However, this assumes the high capacity factors associated with 

biomass generation, the energy cost of which could be uneconomic in the off-peak hours. See 

3 More concerning is that Exhibit 7 docs not show the requisite capacity required \o generate the RECs required (that are shown in the section 
entitled '•Projcclcd Resources"). RECs do not materialize out of thin air. they must be generated by REC-producing capacity, and in-state RECs 
require in-state REC-producing capacity. 
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Testimony of Glen Snider, Vol. V, p. 33, lines 7-9. As shown in Exhibit 1 hereto, assuming a 

50% capacity factor, the required REC-producing capacity is 38MW, 50% higher than what Mr. 

Fonvielle indicates. What Mr. Fonvielle did not say, but is abundantly clear, is that this need for 

REC-producing capacity is greatly magnified in 2015, when Progress' need for RECs increases 

to 1,355GWh, requiring 309MW of REC-producing capacity at a 50% capacity factor. This 

need increases in a step-change again in 2016, with a need for 2,560 RECs requiring nearly 

585MW of REC-producing capacity. See Exhibit 1. 

This creates a serious concern that Progress will not meet its mid- and long-term REPS 

requirements. See Testimony of Kennie Ellis. Vol. Ill, p. 54, line 21 -p. 55, line 3; p. 57, lines 

10-15; Testimony of Jay Lucas, Vol. Ill, p. 78, lines 3 - 13; 2009 IRP, REPs Compliance Plan, p. 

D-13. 

One way to prepare to meet the mid- and long-term REPS requirements is to secure in­

state dispatchable REC-producing capacity before the increased requirements of Senate Bill 3 go 

into effect. This approach will not only make it more likely that the later requirements are met, 

but it will further the overall goals of Senate Bill 3. Acquiring in-state REC-producing capacity 

early has several advantages. First, the in-state RECs can be banked and used for future 

compliance (up to 7 years). Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. I, p. 63, lines 12-13; Vol. V, p. 

87, lines 22-24; p. 129, lines 7-9; and, p. 145, line 22 - p. 146, line 8. Second, acquiring in-state 

RECs in advance helps spread the cost over several years, avoiding a large impact on Senate Bill 

3's cost caps in a single year. See Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 145, line 22 - p. 146, 

line 8. Third, having banked in-state RECs that can be used over several years smoothes the need 

for large acquisitions of RECs in a single year. See Testimony of Kennie Ellis, Vol. Ill, p. 56, 

line 17 - p. 57, line 3. Fourth, a plan to secure in-state RECs in advance facilitates contracts for 
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larger REC-producing facilities that take a longer time to build or retrofit, but which provide 

dispatchable REC-producing energy and capacity. Testimony of Don Reading, Vol. IV, p. 63, 

line 1 - p. 64, line 10; Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 84, lines 18-22. 

As an extension of ihe third point above, the need to add large amounts of REC-

producing capacity at one lime (and the adverse consequences of both greater costs and potential 

"lumpiness" when compared lo load) is avoided by using smaller capacity producers over time 

and banking the RECs this smaller capacity produces in advance of the need. As an example of 

a way to meet this need, at a capacity factor of 50%, EUNC's 134MW of renewable capacity can 

generate nearly 1,470G Wh of RECs between 2010 and the end of 2014, which would satisfy all 

of Progress' enormous need for l,355GWh in 2015 plus leave a surplus of more than lOOGWh 

for use in future years. By contrast, if this need is not met until 2015, as stated above, nearly 

310MW of capacity is required (assuming a 50% capacity factor and 100% renewable output: 

this capacity need doubles to more than 600MW if the facility's output is 50% renewable)4. 

Accordingly, by starling early and banking RECs in advance of immediate need, less capacity is 

required, and the costs of producing these RECs are spread over time versus a large cost impact 

in a single year, thus reducing the risk of exceeding Senate Bill 3's cost cap. Indeed, Mr. 

Fonvielle acknowledges the benefits of this generate-and-bank-over-lime approach when talking 

about fulfilling Progress' 2014 need, by remarking that the need could be satisfied by "only 

25MWof wood biomass brought on-line in 2014 or as little as I OMWs of landfill gas brought 

on-line in 2012." Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 17, lines 18-20 (emphasis added). 

In addition to contributing to mid- and long-term REPS compliance, purchasing in-state 

dispatchable RECs-producing energy and capacity will further the policy behind Senate Bill 3. 

4 As additionally shown in Exhibit 1, the need for RECs in 2016 requires 584MW of REC-producing capacity to meet the need in 2016, assuming 
a 50% capacity factor and 100% renewable output. 
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Fortunately, there are sources of dispatchable in-state RECs from biomass facilities. Testimony 

of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 103, line 22, p. 104; line 4; p. 105, lines 2-10; p. 108, lines 12-20. 

Two of the policy priorities of Senate Bill 3 are to "[djiversify the resources used to reliably 

meet the energy needs of consumers in the State," N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-2(a)(10)a., and to 

"[e]ncourage private investment in renewable energy and energy efficiency." Id. at (a)(10)c.; see 

also Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 88, lines 17-18. The purchase of in-state RECs-

producing energy and capacity also furthers the State's efforts to grow a green economy and 

"[p]rovide[s] greater energy security though the use of indigenous energy resources available 

within the State." N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-2(a) (10)b. 

Promoting a market for reliable renewable energy not only furthers the policy of Senate 

Bill 3, it is also consistent with the federal policy behind PURPA and relates to the 

Commission's avoided cost proceedings. The Commission recognizes and follows the federal 

law and policy of promoting small power producers, in particular those that use renewable 

resources, in its biennial avoided cost proceedings. See, e.g.. Docket No. E-100, Sub 117. These 

proceedings set the amount of utilities' avoided costs, guarantee QFs the right to receive full 

avoided costs, and set up a process for the Commission to approve RFPs for QFs that generate 

more than 5 megawatts of electricity consistent with the requirements of PURPA. Id. At present. 

Progress does not have a Commission-approved RFP for QFs. Testimony of David Fonvielle, 

Vol. V, p. 118, lines 2-3. Instead, Progress has an open RFP process that does not follow the 

requirements of the Commission's avoided cost orders with respect to RFPs for QFs that 

generate more than 5 megawatts. See Order Establishing Standard Rates and Contract Terms for 

Qualifying Facilities, E-100, Sub 117, filed May 13, 2009, p. 6,15-16. Moreover, despite its 

open RFP, Progress' 2009 IRP shows a reduction in power purchases from renewable QFs over 
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time, 2009 IRP, pp. 22-23, Tables 1 and 2, attached hereto as Exhibit 2. This appears to be 

inconsistent with the requirements of Senate Bill 3 and PURPA. It also diminishes rather than 

increases the diversity of Progress' resource mix. 

If Progress is committed to meeting its REPS requirements in the mid- and long-term and 

integrating Senate Bill 3 into the IRP process, it should have apian that includes a significant 

amount of in-stale dispatchable REC-producing energy and capacity. Instead, Progress' 2009 

IRP shows a decline in this amount of this type of power over time and instead shows an increase 

in natural gas and nuclear power from its own facilities. Id-; 2009 IRP, pp. 24-25, Figures 4 and 

5. And, Progress' 2009 IRP shows a decline in purchase power over the planning horizon. Id-5 

Without such a plan, it is unlikely that Progress will meet the REPS requirements of Senate Bill 

3 in the mid- and long-term. It is also unlikely that renewable energy will increase as a part of 

Progress' resource mix. 

IV. Progress' Reserve Margin Allows for Additional REC-Producing Capacity 

Progress' stated capacity and reserve margin in its 2009 IRP allows for the addition of 

REC-producing capacity, especially since ihe capacity numbers in the 2009 IRP have not been 

revised to reflect the retirement of the Cape Fear and Weatherspoon facilities in its Plan to Retire 

550 MWs of Coal Generation without C02 controls. See Docket No. E-2, Sub 960. Even with 

this additional capacity. Progress' 2009 IRP indicated that the capacity margins of 11% to 21% 

are "appropriate for providing an adequate and reliable power supply." 2009 IRP, p. 19. 

3 This also raises concents about the rationale for and change in assumptions in Progress' contract renewal process. 
See Testimony of Glen Snider, Vol. V, p. 31, line 1 - p. 32, line 4. An assumption that capacity from power 
purchase agreements will not be available or will not be of sufficient reliability is antithetical to proper resource 
planning, which requires that resources be evaluated on a case-by-casc basis. EUNC agrees with Public Staffs 
suggestion that this change in assumption as to the termination of PPAs needs further review in the 2010 IRP 
proceeding or other dockets. Public Slalf s Proposed Order Approving Integrated Resource Plans and REPS 
Compliance Plans, E-100 Subs 118 and 124, June 11, 2010, p. 19. 
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Progress' capacity margins only increase dramatically in the years in which it plans to add 

installed generation, which will presumably be included in its rate base. 

FERC's regulations relating to the implementation of PURPA make it clear that in 

situations in which a utility has adequate capacity, but is planning capacity additions in the 

future, it is appropriate to add capacity from QFs.6 Progress' IRP includes resource additions 

over the planning horizon (most of which are undesignated). 2009 IRP, pp. 22-23, Exhibit 2 

hereto. In addition, Progress currently has open RFPs for biomass and facilities that produce 

RECs, neither of which was approved by the Commission. Furthermore, with respect to adding 

capacity, the biomass RFP specifically seeks 40 to 75 MW of "new renewable generation 

beginning January 1, 2013 timeframe." Clearly, Progress' capacity and reserve margins have 

room to accommodate REC-producing additions to capacity. 

Both the Commission's rules and its previous orders allow for some deviation in reserve 

margins. Rule R8-60 (i) (3) allows for a 3% deviation from target reserve margins. In addition, 

in its last Order Approving Integrated Resource Plans, the Commission highlighted certain risks 

that apply to Progress' reserve margin adequacy. Docket No. E-100, Sub 114, September 19, 

2008, p. 15. These risks included: 

(1) increasing age of existing units on the system, (2) the inclusion of a 
significant amount of renewables (which are generally less reliable than 
supply-side resources) in the plans due to the enactment of a REPS in North 
Carolina, (3) uncertainty regarding the impacts associated with significant 
increases in the energy efficiency and DSM programs and the actual results 
that will be achieved, (4) longer lead times for building baseload capacity such 
as coal and nuclear, (5) increasing environmental pressures that may cause 
additional unit derates and/or retirements, and (6) increases in derates of units 
due to extreme hot weather and drought conditions. 

6 "'[AJn electric ulilily system with excess capacity may nevertheless plan to add new more efficient capacity to its system. If purchases from 
qualifying facilities enable a utility to defer or avoid these new planned capacity additions, the rate for such purchases should reflect the avoided 
costs of these additions." 45 Fed. Reg., No. 38, February 25, 1980, p. 12227. 
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Id. While the reserves were found to be adequate at that time, the Order stated that "[f |he risks... 

should be monitored for adverse effects on the required reserve margin and should be adjusted as 

required in the pending planning periods." M- Given (i) the on-going nature of these risks: (ii) 

the rule allowing for a 3% deviation, (iii) FERC's guidance in implementing PURPA; (iv) 

Progress' plans to add capacity; and (v) Progress' imminent need for REC-producing capacity, it 

is clear that Progress' reserve margin allows for additional REC-producing capacity. 

Finally, adding REC-producing energy and capacity meets the goals of Senate Bill 3, see 

Testimony of David Fonvielle, Vol. V, p. 84, line 9-22, and the goals of the IRP process to have 

a balanced, diversified resource mix. see Testimony of Don Reading, Vol. IV. p. 64, line 14 - p. 

65, line 16. Since Progress' reserve margin allows for additional in-state REC-producing 

capacity, its IRP should be amended to reflect this need within its reserve margin. 

V. Conclusion and Recommendations for the Commission's Final Order 

Based on the foregoing arguments, testimony and exhibits demonstrating that Progress' 

2009 IRP raises concerns about meeting the REPS in Senate Bill 3 in the mid- and long-term, 

EUNC respectfully requests that the Commission include a finding in its final order in this 

docket that Progress' 2009 IRP raises concerns about meeting the REPS in Senate Bill 3, in light 

of its projections for purchases of renewable energy and its declining purchases of capacity by 

fuel type and representation of renewable energy in its fuel mix through 2024. EUNC further 

respectfully requests that the Commission find that Progress' reserve margin allows for 

additional in-state REC-producing capacity. 

Based on the reasons set forth in Section III above, EUNC respectfully requests that the 

Commission require Progress to show the capacity required to generate the RECs needed to meet 

the requirements of Senate Bill 3 in the mid- and long-term and any plans to carry forward RECs 
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from this capacity. One way to provide this information would be to require it as a part of 

Exhibit 3 of Appendix D - Alternative Supply Resources NC REPS Compliance Plan. 

Based on the foregoing arguments, testimony, exhibits and statements of state and federal 

policy on the importance of developing in-state REC producing capacity, EUNC respectfully 

requests that the Commission also include a finding in its final order that there is a significant 

need to develop and support in-state REC producers, particularly those that can generate 

dispatchable energy and capacity assisting electric utilities to meet the mid-and long term 

requirements of Senate Bill 3. 

Finally, based on the foregoing arguments, testimony and statements of state law and 

federal policy on the importance of developing in-state REC-producing capacity, EUNC 

respectfully requests that Ihe Commission's Order expressly recite and note the importance of 

PURPA's requirements that QFs receive full avoided costs, the requirements in Commission's 

avoided cost orders for RFPS that apply to QFs, and Senate Bill 3's policy of encouraging 

private investment in renewable energy. 

Respectfully submitted this the I ' day of June, 2010. 

Styers & Kemerait, 

^ L 
By: M. Gray Styers, 
Styers & Kemerait, PLLC 
1101 Haynes Street, Suite 101 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27604 
Telephone: (919)600-6273 
Facsimile: (919)600-6290 
gstvcrs(2),stvcrskemerait.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that he has served a copy of the foregoing BRIEF OF CPI USA 
NORTH CAROLINA, LLC f/k/a EPCOR USA NORTH CAROLINA LLC upon the parties of 
record in this proceeding, or their attorneys, by hand delivery, electronically, facsimile, or by 
depositing a copy of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid and properly addressed 
as follows: 

Robert P. Gruber 
Executive Director 
Public Staff- NC Ulilities Commission 
4326 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-4326 

Len S. Anthony, Esq. 
General Counsel 
Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc. 
P.O. Box 1551. PEB17A4 
Raleigh, NC 27602 

Leonard G. Green, Esq. 
Assistant Attorney General 
NC Department of Justice 
Post Office Box 629 
Raleigh, NC 27602-0629 

Ralph McDonald, Esq. 
Bailey & Dixon, L.L.P. 
POBox 1351 
Raleigh, NC 27602 

Dwight E. Davis, Esq. 
Booth & Associates, Inc. 
1011 Schaub Drive 
Raleigh, NC 27606 

Sharon Miller 
Carolina Utility Customer Association 
Suite 210- Trawick Professional Ctr. 
1708 Trawick Road 
Raleigh, NC 27604 

Robert Page 
Crisp, Page & Currin, LLP 
4010 Barrett Drive - Suite 205 
Raleigh NC 27609-6622 
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Lisa S. Booth, Esq. 
Dominion Resources Services, Inc. 
Law Department - RS - 2 
Po Box 26532 
Richmond, VA 23219-6532 

Horace P. Payne, Esq. 
Senior Counsel 
Dominion Resources Services, Inc. 
Law Department 
120 Tredgar Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 

Charles A. Castle, Esq. 
Senior Counsel 
Duke Energy Corporation 
526 S. Church Street, Ec03t 
Charlotte, NC 28202 

John D. Runkle, Esq. 
John D. Runkle, Attorney at Law 
Po Box 3793 
Chapel Hill, NC 27515 

Andrea Kells, Esq. 
Mcguirc Woods, LLP 
2600 Two Hannover Square 
Raleigh, NC 27601 

Joseph Eason, Esq. 
Nelson Mullins Riley & Scarborough 
POBox 30519 
Raleigh, NC 27622-0519 

Christopher J. Blake 
Nelson Mullins Riley & Scarborough 
POBox 30519 
Raleigh, NC 27622-0519 

Steve Blanchard 
General Manager 
Public Works Commission City of Fayetteville 
POBox 1089 
Fayetteville, NC 28302-1089 
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David Trego, Esq. 
Public Works Commission 
P.O. Box 1089 
Fayetteville, NC 28302-1089 

Gudrun Thompson, Esq. 
Soulhem Environmental Law Center 
200 W Franklin Street - Suite 330 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

James P. West, Esq. 
West Law Offices, PC 
Two Hannover Square, Suite 2325 
434 Fayetteville Street 
Raleigh, NC 27601 

This ' ' day of June, 2010. 
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