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RE: Docket No. 120244-EI - Petition for approval for base rate increase for Extended Power 
Uprate systems placed in commercial service by Florida Power & Light Company. 

Dear Mr. Anderson: 

By this letter, the Commission staff requests that Florida Power & Light Company (FPL or 
utility) provide responses to the following data requests. 

1. Please reconcile each year-ending 2012 Plant-in-Service amount by activity/asset on 
Attachment A of FPL's Petition with the year-ending 2012 amounts and activities/assets that 
FPL included in its 2012 Nuclear Cost Recovery Clause (NCRC) filings, specifically, WP-6, 
page 1 of 27, filed April 27, 2012 and subsequently revised with a June errata. (Hearing 
Exhibit 50 in Docket No. 120009-EI). For each identified variance in the Plant-in-Service 
amount by activity/asset, please explain why the identified difference exists. 

2. Based on the response to question 1, please identify each timing difference in the 2012 Plant
in-Service amounts on Attachment A compared to the timing of Plant-in-Service amounts 
FPL included in its 2012 NCRC. For each identified change in timing, explain why the 
identified difference exists. 

3. Please describe all differences, if any, in FPL' s amounts and calculation of the 2011 base rates 
true-up contained in Attachment B, page 76 of FPL's Petition compared to FPL's 2012 
NCRC filings. For each identified amount, explain why each the identified difference exists. 

~ 

4. Please identify all differences, if any, in FPL's depreciation amounts and property tax~~ 
compared to the depreciation amounts and property taxes FPL supported in its need filings m 
Docket No. 070602-EI. For each identified change in depreciation amount and/or taxe~,: 
explain the reason for the difference. ~: 
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5. Please identify all amounts, if any, in FPL's 2011 base rates true-up on Attachment B to the 
Petition, that are subject to the pending Commission determination in the 2012 NCRC, Docket 
No. 120009-EI. 

6. Please explain FPL's proposed method of addressing any adjustments to FPL's requested base 
rates increase that may become necessary should the Commission not decide Issue 29A, in 
Order No. PSC-12-0455-PHO-EI, consistent with FPL's position. l 

7. Page 76 of76 of Attachment B to FPL's petition shows a calculation of the $280,473 base rate 
increase true-up for plant placed into service in 2011. This calculation provides only the 
differences between the original base rate increase calculation and the revised base rate 
increase calculation. Please provide a side-by-side comparison of the original and revised 
calculations showing all of the components as was provided on Page 42 of 42 of Attachment 
B to the Petition in Docket No. 11 0270-EI. 

8. Please provide a calculation of the 1.63188 and 1.63411 net operating income multipliers used 
on pages 1 and 76 of Attachment B to the Petition. 

9. Based on a review of the back up calculations in Attachment B to the Petition, staff has 
identified the following discrepancies for the Annual Amortization of NBV and Removal 
Costs on Page 3 of76: (a) Line No. 22 - $890,052 versus $890,316, a $264 difference; and (b) 
Line No. 30 - $805,968 versus $799,844, a ($6,124) difference. Please reconcile and explain 
the differences. If there are any resulting changes to any pages in Attachment B or 
Attachment C, please provide the revised pages including Pages 1 and 3 of Attachment B. 

Please respond to the foregoing questions within 5 days of receiving these questions. Any 
delay in response could impact the review and recommendation addressing FPL's petition in this 
matter. 

Please file the original and five copies of the requested information with Ms. Ann Cole, 
Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida, 
32399-0850 with an email copy to the undersigned. Please feel free to call me at (850) 413-6212 if 
you have any questions. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

La1.f.&~ 
Senior Attorney 

cc: Office of Commission Clerk 
All parties in Docket No. 120244-EI 

1 Order No. PSC-2-0455-PHO-EI, issued August 31, 2012, in Docket No. 120009-EI, In re: Nuclear cost recovery 
clause, at page 60. 


