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	STAFF'S FOURTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 65-83)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	65. On page 12, lines 17-23, of Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, Dr. Sim states the following:
	66. On page 13, lines 19-20, of Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, Dr. Sim states that: “FPL’s new DSM goals for 2015 through 2024 were fully accounted for in the reliability analysis.” Please explain how FPL accounted for incremental conservation and load m...
	67. On page 140 of 309 of Exhibit SRS-1 to Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, 826 MW of scheduled maintenance at time of summer peak is identified for the year 2014. Please discuss the maintenance cycle of new combined cycle power plants, including how maint...
	68. Referring to Exhibit SRS-1, page 204 of 309, of Dr. Sim’s direct testimony that discusses FPL’s financial assumptions used in the Company’s 2014 Ten-Year Site Plan, please list and discuss all financial and economic assumptions used in FPL’s econo...
	69. Referring to Exhibit SRS-5, page 1 of 2, of Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, please explain the difference between the unit in row 1 and the unit in row 3 (i.e., what characteristic leads to the capacity difference).
	70. On page 15, at lines 11-12, of Witness Kingston’s direct testimony, Witness Kingston states that “OCEC Unit 1 will be dispatched ahead of other efficient FPL combined cycle units, resulting in significant fuel savings to FPL’s customers.” Please c...
	71. Referring to page 16, lines 5-8, of Witness Feldman’s direct testimony, please estimate the number of roof-top solar facilities that would be needed to meet FPL’s projected need in 2019.
	72. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 20, FPL states that “the development of IGCC units has been plagued with significant problems, including cost overruns, schedule delays and performance shortfalls.”  Please c...
	73. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 22, FPL states that, “beginning in early 2015, FPL switched to the UPLAN production costing model.”
	a. Please state whether FPL used the UPLAN production costing model to evaluate the OCEC Unit 1.
	b. If yes, please explain in detail whether FPL believed that an evaluation using PMArea would have been different.
	c. Please explain why FPL switched to the UPLAN production costing model.

	74. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 25, FPL states that “FPL is currently assigning a 52% of nameplate value as firm capacity to its three 74.5 MW photovoltaic (PV) projects.”  Please state whether FPL assigned...
	75. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 25, FPL assumes 10 acres per MW-AC for the calculation provided in its response.  On page 102 of FPL’s 2015 Ten-Year Site Plan, FPL summarizes a proposed solar facility that ...
	76. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 34, Attachment 1, Tab 2 of 2, FPL’s response for the year 2008 indicates that the Company’s maximum demand reduction during a single event (1,249 MW) exceeded the Company’s t...
	77. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 36, Attachment 1, Tab 1 of 1, please describe how FPL estimated the following plant specifications:
	a. Planned Outage Factor
	b. Forced Outage Factor
	c. Equivalent Availability Factor
	d. Annual Fixed O&M
	e. Annual Variable O&M

	78. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 39, FPL states “FPL relied on ICF International’s National Emission Price forecasts developed in 2012.”
	a. Please state whether FPL has a more recent price forecast for emissions.
	b. If yes, please provide the recent price forecast in a format similar to the format provided in FPL’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory No. 39(c).
	c. If yes, please provide CPVRR first stage analyses, similar to that provided in Exhibit SRS-4 of FPL Witness Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, based on FPL’s most recent price forecast for emissions.
	d. If yes, please provide CPVRR first stage analyses, similar to that provided in Exhibit SRS-5 of FPL Witness Dr. Sim’s direct testimony, based on FPL’s most recent price forecast for emissions.

	79. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 42, Attachment 1, Tabs 1 through 10, FPL’s response contained a note that states: “To capture 30 years of system cost for options with inservice dates in 2019, the model util...
	80. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories No. 42, Attachment 1, Tab 1 of 10, FPL’s response states that: “Bill impact is calculated using the difference in revenue requirements of a particular option compared to the 1582 ...
	a. Please provide the estimated bill impact ($/1,000 kWh) associated with the OCEC Unit 1, for the years 2019 through 2028. Please do not provide this information as the difference in revenue requirements of a particular option compared to the OCEC Un...
	b. Please provided the estimated average bill impact ($/1,000 kWh) associated with the OCEC Unit 1 over the life of the unit. Please do not provide this information as the difference in revenue requirements of a particular option compared to the OCEC ...

	81. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories No. 43, Attachment 1, Tabs 1 through 5, FPL’s response contained a note that states: “To capture 30 years of system cost for options with inservice dates in 2019, the model utiliz...
	82. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 45, Attachment 1, Tabs 1 through 5, FPL’s response contained a note that FPL “Used 659 MW CC filler units for un-sited CC capacity from year 2023 through 2025 to facilitate o...
	a. Please describe what FPL means by “optimization simulation convergence.”
	b. Please state whether FPL’s use of filler units is consistent with previous FPL need determination filings.

	83. Referring to FPL’s response to Staff’s Second Set of Interrogatories No. 45, Attachment 1, Tab 1 of 5:
	a. Please provide the same information that was requested in Staff’s Interrogatory No. 45, assuming each capacity addition identified in FPL’s response is delayed one year, and no other generation or purchased power replaces the delayed capacity.
	b. Please provide the following information in the table below based on the resource plan identified in part (a) above. Please provide all requested data electronically in MS Excel format with all formulas intact.
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