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	STAFF'S THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, inc. (NOS. 36-44)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	36. Please describe how the High Case and Low Case Summer Peak Demand Forecasts, provided in response to Staff’s Request for Production Number 22 were developed.
	37. Please describe how the High Case and Low Case Winter Peak Demand Forecasts provided in response to Staff’s Request for Production Number 23 were developed.
	38. Please describe how the High Case and Low Case Forecasts of Summer and Winter Peak Demand provided in response to Staff’s Request for Production Number 24 were developed.
	a. What probabilities are assigned to the Company’s Summer Peak Demand Base Case, High Case, and Low Case Forecasts for 2015 to 2024?
	b. What probabilities are assigned to the Company’s Winter Peak Demand High Case, Base Case, and Low Case Forecasts for 2015 to 2024?

	39. Please complete the table below for the following scenarios using total installed capacity per the Company’s 2015 Ten-Year Site Plan and the Company’s High Case Summer Peak Demand Forecast provided in response to Staff’s Request for Production Num...
	a. Neither Osprey nor Suwannee Projects are completed.
	b. Osprey unit only integrated into system as planned.
	c. Suwannee units only integrated into system as planned.

	40. Please complete the table below for the following scenarios using total installed capacity per the Company’s 2015 Ten-Year Site Plan and the Company’s Low Case Summer Peak Demand Forecast provided in response to Staff’s Request for Production Numb...
	a. Neither Osprey nor Suwannee Projects are completed.
	b. Osprey unit only integrated into system as planned.
	c. Suwannee units only integrated into system as planned.

	41. In its response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Question 4, DEF stated that the results differed from those presented in Exhibit BHMB-4 in the assumption that Suwannee Unit 3 would be retired at a different time.  Please explain the reaso...
	42. Please compare the cost to purchase the Osprey unit with the cost to build a similar new unit.  If dollar amounts are not available, please identify relative differences in cost in percentages.  Please consider only capital costs in this comparison.
	43. In its response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Question 9, DEF stated that “[t]here are no transmission upgrade costs for the Suwannee CT project.”  However, in the direct testimony of Witness Borsch, at page 21, lines 17-20, he states “...
	44. What is DEF’s system average annual fuel commodity, transportation, and delivered cost ($/Mmbtu) for natural gas, oil, and coal for 2010-2014?
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