Dear Representative Cantera,

 

Thank you for your letter of  September 10.

Having undergone the process, I am aware of the role of the members of the PSCNC.  I do not believe that role encompasses criticizing candidates for voting according to the law, nor for exercising independent evaluation of an issue.  While you may believe that asking “tough questions” includes questioning a candidate’s leadership in not intentionally misconstruing what appears to be clear statutory language, and questioning his “failure” in NOT substituting a personal opinion for the result to which his legal analysis led him, I do not.  My “fear” regarding legislative intimidation of the Commissioners extends quite beyond your implications of the Commissioner, and my comments to the reporter merely used you as an illustration of how the process fails.  Your explorations did not go to the Commissioner’s qualifications, as you allege in your letter, but to his vote contrary to a position which you apparently favored.  And yours is not the only example of an attempt at legislative influence in PSC deliberations, all of which go to the reality of the difficulty in the PSC operating as the law, and fairness, contemplates.  

I note that you do not dispute the accuracy of the comments attributed to you in the PSCNC meeting.  My courtesy extended to not pointing out your apparent failure to read or understand F.S. 366.093.  And while you are right that I did not attend the PSCNC meeting, neither did you the PSC hearing at which the matter in question was argued by the opposing parties. As to your comment that I speak to you personally before addressing concerns through the media, you assume to too great a role, where the larger issue with which I have been concerned has to do with legislatively unhampered operations of the PSC, and your comments simply proved the point.  

As to the salary information being readily available, did you really think that the PSC and its staff was not aware of the FERC and other sources of information?  You might be interested that the FERC report you attached underreports the salaries of the individuals identified thereon by a minimum of some 500%, totally disregards stock awards, option awards, bonuses. and “non equity compensation” – none of which is available on line, as you advise -  and was thus of absolutely no value to the Commission.  Your apparently gullible acceptance, Representative Cantera, as the FERC document reflects, that the salary of FPL’s Executive Vice President is $23,000, is flabbergasting.  The “less than an hour” which you and your office spent producing this useless information is perhaps the true waste of time and taxpayer money. Your  suggestion that the PSC should have used this obviously corrupted data, and ignored more intense review of the other 455 upper level salaries paid for by the citizen, is declined by this Commissioner, and reflects, as is painfully clear, no “…lack of awareness by all Commissioners”, but rather a lack of your own awareness.  Additionally, to be helpful, you fail to make a distinction between Federal law and information required to be adduced by Federal law.   

With regard to the next to last paragraph, you might have simply attached an abstracted portion of the utility’s argument at hearing.

The Legislature establishes policy by enacting law, Representative Cantera, the same law that you are apparently asking be ignored, not by the ad hoc implications of individual members.  In analyzing various matters, Representative,  I have the fortune of being able to rely on over 11 years in the House and Senate, in key committee posts and chairmanships, in assisting my understanding of the process, defects in the process, and bureaucracies in general.  

 

Nancy Argenziano

Cc:  Chairman Carter 

       

       

