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REDACTED

HOW IS THE REMAINDER OF YOUR TESTIMONY ORGANIZED?

First I will briefly describe the methodology used in my evaluation of the filings by FPL
and PEF. Next I will describe a policy issue that is common to both FPL and PEF.
Following this I will present the results of my evaluation of FPL’s request for
authorization to collect costs and then I will provide the results of my evaluation of

PEF’s request for authorization to collect costs.

IV. Methodology

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE METHODOLOGY THAT YOU USED TO REVIEW
AND EVALUATE THE REQUESTS FOR AUTHORIZATION TO COLLECT
COSTS SUBMITTED BY FPL AND PEF UNDER THE NUCLEAR COST
REC OVERY RULE.
I first reviewed the Nuclear Cost Recovery Rule to gain an understahding of the process
and of the schedules included’ in the Companies’ Aﬁl'mgs-. Next, I reviewed the
Companies’ filings in this docket. Working with counsel for OPC, I helped prepare
numerous interrogatories and requests for production of documents. Following an initial
review of the documents produced by the Companies, [ assisted Office of Public
Counsel attorneys in deposing Company witnesses to further explore areas of interest.
Numerous late filed exhibits were requested during the depositions to provide additional
information relating to the Companies’ requests. DOCUMINT KUMBER -DATE
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