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	Staff's Second Set of Interrogatories to
	Florida Power & Light COMPANY (Nos. 29-59)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	31. Are the projected cost and rate impacts identified in witness Floyd’s direct testimony, page 30, lines 1-7, inclusive of the proposed non-RIM passing program participation caps as referenced on page 37, lines 1-9, of his testimony?  If so, what ar...
	34. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, page 21, line 12. Please provide examples of qualitative information the utility used to develop projections for its 2025-2034 DSM goal scenarios.
	35. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, page 23, line 4 through page 25, line 7 to answer the following questions.
	a. The witness asserts that FPL used a two-year payback screen, with one and three-year sensitivities. Did the utility evaluate free-ridership in any other manner? If so, please describe all alternative methodologies that were used to evaluate free ri...
	b. In the DSM Goals that FPL proposes for 2025-2034, please explain whether the Company’s free ridership methodology was used in a consistent manner for residential and commercial/industrial customer classes. If applicable, specify any differences.
	c. Please explain how the DSM Goals that FPL proposes for 2025-2034 account for overlapping measures and rebound effects.
	36. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, page 24, line 21. Please describe how a two-year free ridership payback screen is more administratively efficient than a one or a three-year payback screen.
	47.  Please refer to the Direct Testimony of witness Jim Herndon, dated April 2, 2024, page 24, line 8, through page 28, line 9.
	a. For any base case FPL-provided fuel price forecast, did Resource Innovations, Inc. (RI) adjust any values or did it utilize the exact values provided by FPL in any analysis of the Economic Potential (EP) of efficiency measures? Please explain.
	b. For any FPL-provided fuel price forecast sensitivity case, did RI adjust any values or did it utilize the exact values provided by FPL in any analysis of the EP of efficiency measures? Please explain.

	49. Item No. 3 of Appendix B of Florida Public Service Commission Order No. PSC-2024-0062-PCO-EG requires: " . . . a detailed description of how the sensitivities were developed and compare to the Base Case [emphasis added], including forecasts for fu...
	50. Please fully explain how RI utilized both forecasted fuel prices and forecasted CO2 prices in its analysis of the EP of efficiency measures for FPL.
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