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	Staff's THIRD Set of Interrogatories  to Tampa Electric Company (NOS.40-55)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	40. 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.

	41. Refer to witness Herndon's direct testimony, Exhibit JH-4, pages 40 through 45 of 84, 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...

	42. 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...
	43. 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...
	44. 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...

	45. 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 (...
	46. 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...

	47. Avoided Generating Unit(s). Please refer to Exhibit MRR-1, Document No. 11. Clarify if transmission upgrade costs are included in the “base year avoided generating unit cost.” If not, provide the cost associated with transmission upgrades for the ...
	48. Avoided Generating Unit. Please refer to witness Roche’s direct testimony page 15, lines 17 through 22. Provide a cost comparison of the current avoided generating unit and the previous avoided unit.
	49. Avoided Generating Unit. Please refer to witness Roche’s direct testimony page 55, lines 14 through 24.
	a. Detail what TECO considers the “DSM planning horizon,” and explain the Utility’s justification for selecting that horizon.
	b. Detail what supports TECO’s belief regarding avoided unit selection in the DSM planning period. If there is a Statue or Rule defining or governing the unit selection process, please provide the citation for it and explain why TECO believes it appli...
	c. Detail if the belief described on lines 14-16 is consistent with least-cost alternative planning considerations. If not, explain the lack of consistency.
	d. Detail what other FEECA Utilities have no fossil fuel generating units within its planning horizon.

	50. Residential Bill Impact. Please refer to witness Roche’s Direct testimony page 16, lines 19 through 23. Explain the increase in the typical residential usage from 2018 to 2023.
	51. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Roche, Exhibit No. MRR-1, Document Nos. 1 through 3. Please complete the table below identifying the Utility’s actual annual goal achievements, as applicable, and its approved/proposed goals for the ...
	52. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Roche, Exhibit No. MRR-1, Document No. 16 for the following questions.
	a. Please provide a detailed program description for each proposed program, including identification of eligible equipment and rebate levels.
	b. Please refer to pages 1 through 3, and pages 16 through 17. Please explain how audit program savings are quantified, and indicate if these savings are included in the Utility’s proposed goals.

	53. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Roche, Exhibit No. MRR-1, Document No. 17, page 6. Please explain why this program was included in the RIM Portfolio if it fails the RIM Test.
	54. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Roche, Exhibit No. MRR-1, Document No. 18, page 12. Please explain why this program was included in the TRC Portfolio if it fails the TRC Test.
	55. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Roche, Exhibit No. MRR-1, Document No. 16. For each of the Utility’s proposed programs, please complete the table below providing a brief program description, and identifying the program’s projected ...
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