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	Staff's Fourth Set of Interrogatories of Interrogatories  to Florida Power & Light Company (NOS.77-87)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	77. Please provide a table comparing the information from the 2014, 2019, and 2024 FEECA goalsetting proceedings for the items listed below:
	a. The number of measures considered in the technical potential study by category (i.e., EE, DR, DSRE) for residential, commercial, and industrial sectors.
	b. A List of new measures added and existing measures deleted by category (i.e., EE, DR and DSRE) for residential, commercial, and industrial sectors.
	c. Technical potential savings for summer and winter peak demands, and annual energy by category (EE, DR, and DRSE) for residential, commercial, and industrial sectors.

	78. Refer to witness Herndon's direct testimony, Exhibit JH-2, pages 40 through 45 of 85, Figures 11 through 19.
	Please explain how each end use category was selected, including any assumptions. Please explain how the technical potential values were calculated for each end use category in each figure, including the values selected for each step of Equations 1 an...

	79. Avoided Transmission Costs. Identify the avoided transmission & distribution costs(s) used by the Company for its cost-effectiveness calculations. As part of this response, describe the methodology used to determine the transmission and distributi...
	80. Avoided Generating Unit(s). For each of the avoided generation unit(s), provide the cost-effectiveness inputs the Company used in DSM goals setting. As a part of this response, complete the table below and provide an electronic version in Excel fo...
	81. Cost Effectiveness Tests.
	a. For each portfolio (the Company’s Recommended Programs, RIM, and TRC), provide for each program the benefits, costs and net benefits over the life of the program for each of the cost-effectiveness tests, in nominal and net present value (NPV). In a...

	82. Residential Bill Impact. For the period 2025 to 2034, provide the Company’s projected annual expenditures for DSM programs, the bill impact for a residential customer (1,200 kWh/month) of DSM programs, the typical bill for a residential customer (...
	83. Avoided Generating Unit. For the resource plan used by the Company to determine its avoided unit(s), provide a list of all units, the avoidable status of the unit, and the reason for why each unit was determined to be avoidable or not. As a part o...
	a. For the resource plan used by the Company to determine its avoided unit(s), provide information similar to TYSP Schedule 7.
	b. For each unit that was determined to be avoidable and not chosen, provide information similar to TYSP Schedule 9 and PSC Form CE 2.1 of the Cost Effectiveness Manual for Demand Side Management Programs and Self Service Wheeling.
	c. Identify the modeling software and methodology used to select the avoided unit(s). As part of that description, detail what other potential generating units the model was allowed to select over which time periods of the model by technology type, wh...

	84. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, page 31, lines 1 through 18 for the following questions.
	a. Please detail how complaints will be addressed regarding installations, operations, repair, and/or maintenance of the HVAC units leased under the proposed on-bill option for FPL’s Residential On Call program, if approved. As part of this response, ...
	b. Please explain how FPL intends to address disputes, if any, associated with the amount of the HVAC leasing charge under FPL’s proposed HVAC on-bill option for its Residential On Call program.
	c. Please explain how FPL intends to address customers that pay the electric portion of their bill, but not the lease payments associated with the HVAC on-bill option. As part of your response, discuss whether or not the Utility would potentially purs...
	d. Please explain how FPL would address potential damage(s) to a participant’s residence, such as water damage, that may result from the leased HVAC units, and what insurance, if any, the Utility would seek for the HVAC units.
	e. Please explain how FPL would address potential damage(s) to a leased HVAC unit that may be caused, in part or in whole, by the participant or a third party, and how the Utility would seek to recover those damages.
	f. Please explain how FPL would protect its interest in a leased HVAC unit in the event a participant’s residence is foreclosed, or other financial hardship results in the liquidation of the participant’s assets, and whether the Utility plans to estab...
	g. If the Commission approves HVAC leasing under FPL’s Residential On Call program, please indicate if FPL interprets this as leasing restricted to only those devices included in FPL’s Residential On Call program, or if leasing would be available to a...
	h. If appliance leasing will be limited to appliances under FPL’s Residential On Call program, please indicate whether time of use or other rate-based load management techniques would apply.
	i. Please indicate if FPL believes Commission approval of FPL’s HVAC on-bill option would also potentially allow provision of other large equipment and/or motors for interruptible/curtailable rate customers under a theoretical future modification of F...
	j. Please indicate if FPL believes that customers participating in its Business Custom Incentive program could request equipment leasing under this program if HVAC leasing is approved under FPL’s Residential On Call program.
	k. Please explain if other HVAC providers whose customer(s) elect to participate in FPL’s Residential On Call program could use FPL’s billing system to charge customers for equipment leasing or sales. If not, please explain why not. If so, please expl...
	l. Please explain how appliance leasing under FPL’s Residential On Call program is not an extension of a regulated entity into an unregulated space.

	85. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, Exhibit JNF-4, page 1 for the following questions.
	a. Please provide a revised version of this table assuming that the same number of customers projected to participate in FPL’s proposed HVAC on-bill option for its Residential On Call program would instead participate in FPL’s current Residential On C...
	b. Please provide a revised version of this table excluding the savings and rate impact associated with FPL’s proposed HVAC on-bill option for its Residential On Call program.
	c. Please complete the table below identifying the Utility’s actual annual goal achievements, as applicable, and its approved/proposed goals for the period 2015 through 2034.

	87. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Floyd, Exhibit JNF-5. For each of the Utility’s proposed programs, please complete the table below providing a brief program description, and identifying the program’s projected annual summer and win...
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