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	Staff's Fifth Set of Interrogatories  to Tampa Electric Company (NOS.55-75)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	55. Optional Budget Billing Plan Program – Fifth Revised Sheet No. 3.020. Witness Williams’ direct testimony, pages 39-40, indicates TECO is proposing to change the Budget Billing Program to allow the company to make adjustments to a customer’s monthl...
	a. Please explain circumstances other than consumption and rate changes including taxes and fees, which would cause TECO to recalculate a budgeted payment amount or billing balance outside of the periodic quarterly reviews.
	b. Please explain whether recalculations, outside of the periodic quarterly review, are performed for all customers or on a case-by-case basis. If the latter, please explain the steps TECO will take to ensure their basis for reevaluation is not discri...
	c. Please state any circumstances in which TECO would elect not to adjust a customer’s budgeted payment amount.
	d. Please explain whether customers can request directly that their Budget Billing be recalculated at any time.
	e. Proposed new paragraph 5 states that any deferred credit due will only be credited at an annual true-up period.  Please discuss how a customer will receive his/her credit if the customer has moved from TECO’s service territory or is no longer a TEC...

	56. Vault Tariff Language – Second Revised Sheet No. 5.260 and Second Revised Sheet No. 5.320. Witness Williams’ direct testimony, pages 45-46, indicates the TECO is requesting to do away with a separate vault agreement as required by its existing tar...
	a. Please discuss the type of customers who have vault contracts/agreements with TECO.
	b. Please explain what effect the tariff language change will have on customers who have existing vault agreements.
	c. Number 8 on Second Revised Sheet No. 5.260 and Number 9 on Second Revised Sheet No. 5.320 are the same exact language.  Please explain.

	57. Time of Day Rate Schedules. Witness Williams’ direct testimony, page 29-31, indicates that a Super Off-Peak period was added to due to the change in TECO’s hourly cost profile.  Please explain what has changed with the hourly cost profile and how ...
	58. Economic Development Rider (EDR). Witness Williams’ direct testimony, page 40-41, indicates TECO is proposing to change its tariff language to lower the KW and labor thresholds for eligibility for the rider in order to remain competitive in attrac...
	a. Third Revised Sheet No. 6.720 - Please explain why TECO is using 300 kW as the new reduced load rather than another load minimum.
	b. Third Revised Sheet No. 6.720 - Please provide examples of the types of customers who would use a minimum load of 300 kW and clarify whether the 300 kW minimum load is monthly or annually.
	c. Please indicate how many customers are enrolled in the EDR program and indicate whether jobs were created by these customers in TECO’s service area and if so, approximately how many jobs were created.
	d. Please explain TECO’s position on whether the program has had a successful outcome and expand on the value of the rider and its monetary benefits in TECO’s service area.
	e. Third Revised Sheet No. 6.725 – Please explain the reason for providing an option of being able to request an effective date no later than two years after the Customer Service Agreement and include under what circumstances a customer may request th...

	59. Non-Standard Meter Rider (NSMR). In Exhibit TEC-7, “Tampa Electric Company – Non-Standard Meter Rider (NSMR) Cost Analysis”) bate stamped page 188, the one-time charge for NSMR is reflected as $44.95 and the daily charge per participant is approxi...
	a. The current rates for NSMR is $100.00 for the one-time charge and $0.67 for the daily rate. Please explain why there is such a significant decrease in the one-time charge.
	b. TECO did not provide a Revised Sheet No. 3.280 which reflects the unit cost for NSMR shown in TEC-7. Please explain.

	60. Comparison of Rate Charges and Unit Costs. Schedule E-14 Supplement A, page 1 of 9, shows the proposed rate and unit cost for Initial Service Connection, Connection Charge – Normal Working Hours, Reconnect after Disconnect at Meter for Cause, Fiel...
	a. Please explain why these proposed rates are set below their unit costs.
	b. Please provide the basis for the proposed rates.
	a.  A description of the project and how it benefits the general body of ratepayers. Also, explain the technology being evaluated, the scope of the project, what TECO expects to learn from the project, how this generates benefits to ratepayers, what m...
	b. What alternatives, if any, were available and/or evaluated to gather the same information as the scope of the project.
	c.  A breakdown of the total and annual costs associated with the project and where they can be found in the MFRs. Please provide this response in electronic (Excel) format. As part of your response, explain in detail the assumptions and methodology u...
	d. Detail the report(s), if any, the Company intends to provide the Commission for the project, and where and when they intend to file them.
	e. For the FCTC only:  Detail how the FCTC Microgrid differs from the TECO’s DC Microgrid Pilot Program. This detail should include, at a minimum, what different information TECO expects to learn, any differences in technology and expected outcomes.

	64.  Please refer to witness Aponte’s Exhibit JA-1, Document Nos. 11 through 22.
	a. Identify the modeling software and methodology used to select the proposed solar projects for development and generate the resource plans used for the CPVRR analysis. Also detail what other potential generating units the model was allowed to select...
	b. Detail the base case resource plan and the resource plan used for evaluating each solar project or projects. This should include: an annual list of the unit changes (additions, retirements, uprates/derates, etc.) including their firm seasonal peak ...
	c. If the model analysis performed did not include potential future solar as an alternative, please perform another analysis that considers solar as an alternative generating resource in the future and allows for comparison of potential deferral of so...
	d. For each project with a land lease, detail how the land lease cost was considered in the cost-effectiveness analysis.

	65. Please refer to witness Aponte’s Exhibit JA-1, Document Nos. 6 through 10.
	a. Did TECO explore any alternatives to construction of battery storage? If so, detail the alternatives and explain why the Company rejected each alternative. If no alternatives were considered, explain why.
	b. Identify the modeling software and methodology used to select the proposed battery storage projects for development and generate the resource plans used for the CPVRR analysis. As part of that description, detail what other potential generating uni...
	c. Detail the base case resource plan and the resource plan used for evaluating each battery storage project or projects. This should include: an annual list of the unit changes (additions, retirements, uprates/derates, etc.) including their firm seas...
	d. For each battery storage project, detail the CPVRR calculations. This detail should include at a minimum the avoided capital (generation and/or transmission), the estimated cost for energy consumed charging the battery (including cost for solar tha...

	66. Please refer to witness Stryker’s direct testimony, page 22, lines 1 through 23.
	a. For each project with a land lease, detail the lease duration.
	b. For each project with a land lease, detail if the lease duration exceeds the duration of the project’s life. If so, explain how TECO intends to address this situation. If not, what terms and conditions are available for continuing to operate the fa...

	67. Please refer to witness Aponte’s direct testimony, page 18, lines 6 through 24.
	a. Explain how the energy storage projects help the company maintain winter capacity reserve margin.
	b. Detail the transmission upgrade avoided by the Lake Mabel project.

	68. Please refer to witness Striker’s direct testimony, page 28, line 24 through page 29, line 19.
	a. For each project, detail when and from what energy source the energy storage projects will be charging from. This detail should include any interconnection with existing or planned solar sites and how the Company intends to perform off-peak chargin...
	b. Detail the $19.3 million in contingency associated with the energy storage projects.

	69. Please refer to witness Striker’s direct testimony, page 30, line 23 through page 31, line 2. Detail TECO’s competitive bidding process for the energy storage projects. This detail should include, at a minimum, how many Requests for Proposals (RFP...
	70. Please refer to witness Heisey’s direct testimony, page 8, lines 8 through 14.   Is TECO seeking cost recovery for any capital or O&M costs associated with its Asset Optimization program?  If so, detail those costs and where they are reported in t...
	71. Would changing the sharing thresholds or percentages for TECO Asset Optimization prevent or hinder the Company from engaging in the associated activities. If so, explain why.
	72. Please refer to witness Heisey’s direct testimony, page 9, line 22 through page 10, line 14.  Should continuation of an Asset Optimization mechanism or program be evaluated by the Commission in a separate generic-type docket? Please explain your r...
	73. Please refer to LULAC’s First Set of Interrogatories, Number 2. Please explain the rate impact, if any, if TECO does not receive federal funding or tax credits for the Carbon Capture project?
	74. Please refer to LULAC’s Second Set of Interrogatories, Number 15.
	a. Please state whether the following “other corporate projects” are included in the Grid Reliability and Resiliency projects/ ED Capital Maintenance Improvements projects sponsored by witness Lukcic:
	 TECO ED CCTV/Thermal Remote Systems
	 TEC ED Op Ctrs Security project,
	 TEC ED NERC Substa Sec Proj

	b. Please state whether the SAP Enhancement project is included in the IT Capital Projects/ SAP ERP and Customer System Upgrades and Enhancements sponsored by witness Heck.
	c. Please explain why TECO is investing capital in the Ybor Data Center (computer room remodel) and the ECC (building renovation and roof replacement) in 2025, if the Bearss Operation Center, which is to replace the Ybor Data center and the ECC, has a...

	75. Please refer to LULAC’s Second Set of Interrogatories, Number 21. Was the Miami Customer Experience Center transferred to TECO as part of the 2023 transaction or is this center owned by Peoples Gas System?
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