Oongress of the United States
MWashington, DE 20515

July 31,2015

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W,
Washington, DC 20460

The Honorable Howard Shelanski

Administrator, Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs
Office of Management and Budget

725 17" Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20503

RE: EPA’s “Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility
Generating Units” Docket #:EPA-HQ-OAR-2013-0602

Dear Administrator McCarthy and Administrator Shelanski,

We are writing today to re-iterate our concerns with EPA’s “Clean Power Plan,” (“CPP”) and, as
proposed, the devastating negative effects it would have on the reliability and affordability of electricity
in Florida. With the proposed final rule currently pending before OMB, now is the time to make
responsible changes to ensure that the rule does not make electricity unreliable, and prohibitively
expensive, in our state.

Last November, we urged EPA to postpone indefinitely the CPP, and to work with Congress to |
move forward on this important issue. Lacking a venue to work further with EPA to advance reasonable
regulations, and facing the assumption that OMB will potentially finalize this rule in early August, we
now urge OMB to either make significant, wide-ranging changes to the rule as originally proposed, or
refuse to advance it.

Executive Order 12866 requires agencies to conduct an analysis of the costs and benefits of rules
and, to the extent permitted by law, directs that regulatory action shall only proceed on the basis of a
reasoned determination that the benefits of a regulation justify the costs. The recent U.S. Supreme Court
decision Michigan v. EPA highlights the importance of ensuring that the benefits of a regulation justify its
costs. The rulemaking authority granted to EPA under the Clean Air Act is not [imitless, and must be
exercised in a responsible manner.

The devastating effects of the CPP as proposed in Florida are anything but responsible. As we
have stated before, and has been re-iterated by the various experts who have testified in front of this
Congress, compliance with the CPP may result in closing more than 90 percent of Florida’s coal-fired
power plants by 2020. If coal plants are forced to close prematurely, there will be a dearth of energy-
generating capacity that will ultimately require new natural gas plants and the related infrastructure before
the coal plants close. Florida’s unique, peninsular geography, and lack of intra-state natural gas capacity
preclude compliance with the proposed rule without harming Florida’s electric grid reliability and raising
costs prohibitively for consumers. There is also a question as to whether compliance under the proposal,
with Florida’s natural gas capacity almost fully subscribed, is even possible. Florida’s Public Service
Commission has estimated that electric rates across the state may raise on average by 50 percent and that
the reliability of Florida’s grid would be “unknown and without precedent.”
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Thus, before any rule is finalized concerning the so-called “Clean Power Plan,” several specific
concerns must be addressed. The best scenario for addressing these concerns would be to withdraw the
CPP as proposed and start the process over incorporating the significant comments that were filed by
affected stakeholders in the state of Florida. In the absence of such a responsible approach, we hope that
any final action would: Preserve the useful life of existing coal units, avoiding “stranded assets” and the
costs that they foist on ratepayers; Remove the prohibitive 2020 “interim” goals and extend compliance
out to 2035 or beyond; Clarify that 111(d) allows States the flexibility to consider cost, remaining useful
life, and other factors in setting unit standards and time for compliance; Correct errors and faulty
assumptions in each of the four Building Blocks used to calculate state goals; And, include a Dynamic
Reliability Safety Valve and a concept for how one could work to ensure affordable, reliable electricity.

We appreciate your responses to this letter, and would urge you to consider the costs that the
Clean Power Plan would pass on to all consumers, including those already struggling to pay electric bills.
Before finalizing such a tectonic shift in energy policy, know that we plan on holding the EPA
accountable for damages if this rule increases energy costs or jeopardizes grid security.

Sincerely,

Ted S. Yoho,D Gus Bilirakis

Member of Conlgress Member of Congress

Ron DeSantis : David Jolly /6
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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