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	Staff's First Set of Interrogatories  to TaMPA Electric Company (NOS.1-16)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Please specify the months and years included in the actual data (beginning and ending) and the month and years included in the forecast data (beginning and ending) of each Explanatory (Independent) Input Variable shown on MFR Schedule F-7, pages 1 ...
	2. Referring to MFR Schedule F-7, page 3 and 4 of 4, please specify the months and years included in the actual data (beginning and ending) and the month and years included in the forecast data (beginning and ending) of each of TECO’s Customer, Averag...
	3. Beginning with the first data point that was utilized (month/year), please provide a side-by-side comparison in electronic format (Excel) of actual data to forecasted data for each independent variable shown in MFR Schedule F-7, page 2 of 4 Please ...
	4. For each of TECO’s load forecast models identified in MFR Schedule F-5, Pages 5 and 6 of 16, please provide all the specific equations (econometric, SAE equipment/use indices, etc.) used to prepare TECO’s models and forecasts.
	5. Please refer to TECO witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony, page 9, lines 24-25 and page 10, lines 1-2 for the following questions. Witness Cifuentes states that the heating and cooling degree day assumptions are based on Monte Carlo simulations for ...
	a. Is this weather modelling approach described by witness Cifuentes the same as was employed by TECO in Docket No. 20210034-EI? If not, please explain.
	b. Please explain if TECO considered using a more recent historical period for the weather data (such as 10 years or 15 years), and why the Company decided that 20 years was the best historical period for the Monte Carlo simulations.
	c. For each forecast month included in TECO’s last rate case proceeding (Docket No. 20210034-EI), please provide a side-by-side comparison of the monthly actual CDDs and HDDs vs the monthly forecasted CDDs and HDDs included in TECO’s last rate case. P...

	6. For the forecasts of dependent variables that are included in MFR Schedule F-7, Page 3 of 4, beginning with TECO’s first forecasted data point (month/year) and ending with its most recent data point for which actual data is available, please provid...
	a. For each rate class, a side-by-side comparison of TECO’s monthly forecasts and TECO’s actual monthly result, as well as differentials (quantities and percents).
	b. A causative explanation for any deviations greater than 15 percent for sales and demand forecasts and 3 percent for customer forecasts.

	7. Please refer to MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7 for the following:
	a. Please list all the FPSC filings in which TECO presented the customer, energy, or demand forecasts presented in MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7, and explain how these forecasts were used by TECO in docketed or undocketed matters.
	b. Please list all FPSC dockets which were opened after August 2023 in which TECO filed customer, energy, or demand forecasts which were different from the forecasts presented in witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony and MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7.  For ...
	c. What is the developmental schedule for each updated and/or scheduled TECO load and customer forecast subsequent to the forecasts filed in this proceeding?

	8. How do TECO’s load forecast models as described in MFR Schedule F-5, pages 5 and 6, account for specific events for the Projected Prior Year 2024 and the Projected Test Year 2025, such as new housing developments, port expansions, data centers, lar...
	9. Please refer to the following documents appearing in Exhibit LC-1 of witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony for the following questions.
	a. Document No. 2 - Please explain why TECO is forecasting negative growth (-0.5 percent in 2023 and -0.3 percent in 2024) for its Total Energy Sales for 2023 and 2024, despite both a projected 1.7 and 1.74 percent increase in customers in 2023 and 20...
	b. Document 7 – Please explain why 2024 retail energy sales are projected to decrease by approximately 2.3 percent from 2023 (as calculated below), compared to the average 1.3 percent year-over-year increase experienced over the 2014-2023 period.
	 2024 sales minus 2023 sales divided by 2023 sales multiplied by 100 [(20,315 gwh – 20,791 gwh) / 20,791 gwh] X 100 = -2.3 percent

	c. Document 8 – Please explain why TECO projects 2024 per-customer winter peak demand to increase from approximately 4.23 KW/Customer to 5.32 KW/customer (a 25.7 percent increase), despite a projected decrease in per customer energy consumption in 202...

	10. Please provide actual data and three-year forecast data for total customers and retail energy sales, for 2020, 2021, 2022, and 2023, for TECO as shown below:
	11. In preparing its load forecasts, please explain why TECO relied on Moody’s Analytics economic growth assumptions for Hillsborough County rather than the alternate sources referenced by witness Cifuentes in her direct testimony at page 11, Lines 9-14?
	12. TECO’s witness Jeff Chronister’s Direct Testimony, Volume II, page 41, lines 8 – 11, reads “[o]ur 2025 budgeted income statement also reflects the levels of capital recovery amortization discussed in Mr. Allis’ testimony.” Please specify the speci...
	13. Referring to witness Chronister’s Direct Testimony, Volume II, page 42, lines 1 - 4, please provide details (including the description, derivation and the resulting dollar amounts) of TECO’s capital recovery schedules and amortization schedules.
	14. In its response to Staff’s First Data Request, No. 5, in Docket No. 20230139-EI (now consolidated with Docket No. 20240026-EI), TECO stated that “Tampa Electric has not proposed any capital recovery schedules for the 2023 [depreciation] study.” Pl...
	15. TECO’s witness Richard Latta’s Direct Testimony, which is now adopted by witness Chronister, page 39, line 24, through page 40, line 1, reads “[o]ur 2025 budgeted income statement also reflects the levels of capital recovery amortization discussed...
	16. TECO’s witness Latta’s Direct Testimony, which is now adopted by witness Chronister, page 40, lines 17 - 20, reads “[t]he Commission should approve […], revised depreciation rates, capital recovery schedules, and amortization schedules.” Please pr...
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