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	STAFF'S SEVENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 167-173)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	167. Regarding the September 15, 2014 revisions to FPL petition and projection testimony, what specifically prompted this revision?  Please state what variables/inputs changed.
	168. Please refer to the testimony of FPL witness Ousdahl, page 25, lines 3 through 10, and to Exhibit KO-6.  Also refer to the testimony of FPL witness Yupp, page 3 of  September 15, 2014 testimony, lines 6 through 15.  Also refer to FPL’s response to OPC interrogatory 43 and FPL’s response to staff interrogatory 78.
	a. Regarding the $47.7 million in projected 2015 costs related to the Woodford Gas Reserve project, provide a schedule like KO-6 that supports this amount.
	b. What is the quantity of gas associated with the $47.7 million?  Please state the answer in MCF and MMBtu.
	c. What is the per MMBtu cost of this gas?  As part of this response, please state the delivery point of this gas that matches with the projected transportation expense?
	d. What is the per MMBtu cost of this gas delivered to FPL’s Florida plants?
	e. Regarding the $47.7 million in projected 2015 costs and projected transportation expense, how did FPL project the transportation expense?  Include origin and delivery points and assumptions.
	f. Regarding projected 2015 depletion expense for the Woodford project, how did FPL project the expense?  Include assumptions on the number of wells and the quantity of gas estimated for the reserve.
	g. Regarding projected 2015 lease operating expenses for the Woodford project, how did FPL project the expense?  Include assumptions, allocations and methodology, and categories of expenses.
	h. Regarding projected 2015 taxes for the Woodford project, how did FPL project the expense?  Include assumptions, allocations and methodology, and types of taxes.
	i. Regarding projected 2015 G&A expense for the Woodford project, how did FPL project the expense?  Include assumptions.

	169. Please refer to the testimony of FPL witness Yupp, page 3 of September 15, 2014 testimony, lines 6 through 15.  
	a. How did FPL project the $7 million in lower costs for 2015?
	b. Originally, the projected savings for 2015 were $14 million and the revised amount is $7 million.  What specifically caused this difference?

	170. Please refer to the September 15, 2014 revised filing and the E1 and E3 schedules with and without the Woodford gas reserve project.
	a. Considering the schedules with the Woodford project, the MWH system generation is higher and purchased power (E7 and E8) is lower.  Please explain these differences.
	b. Why did the cost and MWH for economy purchases (E9) remain the same for the with and without schedules?

	171. Please refer to the September 15, 2014 revised filing and the E1 and E6 schedules with and without the Woodford gas reserve project.  Why is the fuel cost of economy sales lower with the gas reserve project but the MWH and gains from off-system sales remain the same?
	172. Please refer to TJK-7 and TJK-8 attached to September 15, 2014 testimony of FPL witness Keith.  Refer to the with and without projected capacity payments schedule, line 9, column 14.  Why is transmission of electricity by others higher with the gas reserves project than without?
	173.  Please refer to the testimony of FPL witness Forrest, page 36, lines 3 through 15.  The cumulative NPV savings are $107 million.  Given the September 15, 2014 revision to 2015 projected fuel costs, the projected 2015 savings from the Woodford project have decreased from $14 million to $7 million.  Does the change for 2015 affect the $107 million cumulative NPV amount?  Please explain.
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