





	STAFF'S FIFTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 89-118)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	89. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 17, lines 3 - 15.
	a. Detail the proposed upgraded equipment and explain the benefits that each piece of upgraded equipment will provide over the currently in-service equipment.
	b. Provide the expected annual capital and/or O&M reductions for the life of the plant associated with the Turkey Point control system upgrade and explain if they are already included in the Utility’s MFRs.

	90. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 17, line 16 - page 19, line 4.
	a. Explain if there are any risks associated with the transition from 18 month to 24 month refueling cycles.
	b. Explain if the 24 month refueling cycle is an industry standard.
	c. Provide the expected annual capital and/or O&M reductions for the life of the plant associated with the refueling cycle transition and explain if they are already included in the Utility’s MFRs.

	91. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 19, lines 5 – 15.
	a. Explain if FPL has historically had any issues with the currently installed Reactor Coolant Pumps, and how FPL determined to refurbish or replace each of the six existing Reactor Coolant Pumps.
	b. Detail the costs associated with the Reactor Coolant Pumps upgrade project and explain if they are already included in the Utility’s MFRs.

	92. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 19, line 16 - page 20, line 3.
	a. Detail the costs associated with the integrated Reactor Head Assembly project and explain if they are already included in the Utility’s MFRs.
	b. Provide the expected annual capital and/or O&M reductions and estimated annual fuel savings from the reduced outage time for the life of the plant associated with the integrated Reactor Head Assembly project. As part of your response, explain if th...

	93. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 20, lines 4 -18.  Explain in detail how the annual costs for the replacement St Lucie Condenser replacement were calculated and provide these calculations.
	94. Please refer to witness DeBoer’s direct testimony, page 21, lines 4 - 5.
	a. Detail all 2026 nuclear capital expenditures by project.
	b. Detail all 2027 nuclear capital expenditures by project.

	95. Please refer to witness Whitley’s direct testimony, page 6, line 14, through page 7, line 14 and Exhibits AWW-5 and AWW-6. Provide annual and cumulative revenue requirements (in nominal and net present value), over the life of the project(s) for t...
	a. 2026 Solar Projects
	b. 2026 Battery Projects
	c. 2027 Solar Projects
	d. 2027 Battery Projects
	e. 2028 Solar Projects
	f. 2028 Battery Projects
	g. 2028 Battery Projects
	h. 2028 Solar and Battery Projects combined
	i. 2029 Solar Projects
	j. 2029 Battery Projects
	k. 2029 Solar and Battery Projects combined

	96. Please refer to witness Whitley’s Exhibits AWW-5 and AWW-6. Please complete the table below for the life of the proposed projects. Provide this response in electronic (Excel) format. This should be done for the following scenarios:
	a. 2026 Solar Projects
	b. 2026 Battery Projects
	c. 2026 Solar & Battery Projects combined
	d. 2027 Solar Projects
	e. 2027 Battery Projects
	f. 2027 Solar & Battery Projects combined
	g. 2028 Solar Projects
	h. 2028 Battery Projects
	i. 2028 Solar and Battery Projects combined
	j. 2029 Solar Projects
	k. 2029 Battery Projects
	l. 2029 Solar and Battery Projects combined

	97. Please refer to witness Bores’ Exhibit SRB-7.
	a. Refer to paragraph 1(b). Detail if the Stochastic Loss of Load Probability (LOLP) presented in Whitley’s testimony is the sole criterion that FPL intends to utilize for demonstrating resource need. As a part of this response, explain if the Company...
	b. Refer to paragraph 7. Explain what actions the Company would take if higher actual capital costs would cause the project to no longer be cost-effective as described in paragraph 1(a).
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