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| HEREBY CERTIFY that STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
FLORIDA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMPANY (NO. 1) has been served by electronic mail and
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Randy Miller

White Springs Agricultural Chemicals
P.O. Box 300

15483 Southeast 78™ Street

White Springs, FL 32096
RMiller@pcsphosphate.com

Florida Industrial Power Users Group
Moyle Law Firm

Jon C. Moyle, Jr.

118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee FL 32301
jmoyle@moylelaw.com

Ms. Paula K. Brown
Tampa Electric Company
Regulatory Affairs

Post Office Box 111
Tampa FL 33601-0111
reqdept@tecoenergy.com

Robert L. McGee, Jr.
Gulf Power Company
One Energy Place
Pensacola FL 32520-0780
rimcgee@southernco.com

J.R. Kelly/ P. Christensen/ C. Rehwinkel
Office of Public Counsel

c/o The Florida Legislature

111 W. Madison Street

Room 812

Tallahassee FL 32399-1400
kelly.jr@leg.state.fl.us
christensen.patty@Ieq.state.fl.us
rehwinkel.charles@leg.state.fl.us

John T. Burnett

Dianne Triplett

Duke Energy Florida

106 E. College Ave.

Suite 800

Tallahassee, FL 32301-7740
john.burnett@duke-energy.com
dianne.triplett@duke-enerav.com

/sl Lee Eng Tan
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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 
	FLORIDA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMPANY (NO. 1) 
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	For the purpose of the following discovery, please refer to Schedules CT-2 and CT-6 from the utility’s May 2, 2014 filing.  The following questions relate to activity in the utility’s calendar year 2013 Electric Conservation Cost Recovery programs.
	1. A review of the utility’s Residential Energy Survey Program reveals that the utility recorded $194,650 in total expenditures (approximately 24% of its total expenditures for all programs), labor expense of $58,575, advertising expense of $108,374, and 234 accomplishments.
	a. The total cost per residential survey excluding advertising costs appears to be high relative to the comparable cost per survey of other utilities in this docket.  Please explain the reason(s) the administrative costs appear to be higher than the corresponding costs for other utilities in this docket.
	b. What action(s), if any, does FPUC have in place to minimize the administrative cost per residential survey in future ECCR filings?
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