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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (Nos. 1 - 40)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Please refer to FPL’s witness Silagy’s direct testimony, page 9, lines 6 through 7. What is the time period that was used to determine that Gulf improved its service reliability SAIDI metric by 50 percent?
	2. Please refer to FPL’s witness Chapel’s direct testimony, page 26, lines 16 through 18.
	a. Did the Utility’s analysis of “logged” Commission complaints include close-out codes GI-02 for Warm Transfers and GI-72 for The 72 Hour Rule?
	b. If not, why were those two close-out codes excluded from the analysis?

	3. Please refer to FPL’s witness Reed’s direct testimony, Exhibit JJR-5, pages 8 through 10. The Utility indicated the source used to develop the graphs was company-provided data. Is this company-provided data the same as the data contained within the...
	4. Please refer to FPL’s witness Fuentes’ direct testimony, Exhibit LF-4, page 8 of 8. Please explain why Gulf’s Groundwater Contamination Investigation and Solid & Hazard Waste ECRC program had O&M expenses being recovered through base rates and not ...
	5. Please refer to FPL witness Barrett’s direct testimony, page 56 and paragraph six of the 2016 Settlement Agreement (page 13 of Order No. PSC-2016-0560-AS-EI). Is FPL requesting to continue using the SCR mechanism approved in the 2016 Settlement?
	a. If so, under what authority can the Commission approve continuation of this portion of the 2016 Settlement?
	b. If so, please explain why the Utility chose to request this continuation in the instant docket rather than a separate general proceeding.
	c. Is the Company relying upon the 2016 Settlement Agreement terms and conditions as precedent? If not, please explain why FPL characterizes it as an extension of the existing framework.

	6. Please refer to FPL witness Barrett’s direct testimony, Exhibit REB-10 and Order No. PSC-2016-0560-AS-EI. Beyond the stated terms and conditions included in Exhibit REB-10, is the Utility requesting that any other components of the 2016 Settlement ...
	7. Please refer to FPL witness Barrett’s direct testimony, page 56, lines 16 through page 57, line 4. Is the recovery of storm damage through an SCR mechanism, similar to the SCR mechanism approved in the 2016 Settlement, unique to FPL, or is it an ac...
	a. If so, should recovery of storm damage through an SCR mechanism be addressed through a rulemaking proceeding?
	b. Has the Commission approved a similar utility specific SCR mechanism outside of a negotiated settlement? If yes, please identify the Order(s) and activities related to them.

	8. Please refer to FPL witness Barrett’s direct testimony, page 56, lines 16 through page 57, line 4.
	a. Would FPL be able to recover storm damage costs without the proposed SCR Mechanism?
	b. If the SCR Mechanism were denied, what options would FPL have to seek recovery of storm related costs?

	9. Please refer to FPL’s witness Bores’ direct testimony, page 27, lines 18 through 23. FPL anticipates investing $2.1 billion from 2019 to 2022 in its Storm Protection Plan/Storm Hardening projects. Please list these individual projects, associated c...
	10. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 41, lines 1 through 4.
	a. The $83 million per year for 2022 and 2023 related to SPP O&M expense, is being moved from base rates to the SPPCRC. Does this amount include all distribution and transmission vegetation management and distribution undergrounding?
	b. If not, please identify the amount of vegetation and undergrounding O&M expense to stay in base rates and explain why this amount will remain in base rates.

	11. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 18, line 11 through page 21, line 18. Please provide the annual capital and O&M costs for each reliability initiative listed for 2019 through 2023.
	12. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 38, line 12. Please explain and provide justification for the cost of removal expense for years 2021-2023.
	13. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 38, line 19 through page 39, line 3. Please complete the following table by providing the annual capital costs related to growth.
	14. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 40, lines 2 through 5, and witness Bores’ direct testimony, page 38, lines 8 through 11. Please reconcile the capital costs of rebuilding the 500 kV transmission system.
	15. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 39, lines 13 through 19. Please provide the annual distribution O&M costs associated with each initiative listed for 2019 through 2023.
	16. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 39, line 20 through page 40, line 5. Please provide the annual transmission O&M costs associated with each initiative listed for 2019 through 2023.
	17. Please refer to FPL’s witness Spoor’s direct testimony, page 40, lines 22 through 23. Please reconcile the forecasted $289.7 million and $295.4 million with the amounts provided in Schedule C-41 for years 2022 and 2023.
	18. Please refer to FPL’s witness Valle’s direct testimony, Exhibit MV-8.
	a. Please provide the estimated annual O&M costs of the Hydrogen Pilot.
	b. Please provide the Pilot’s end date.
	c. Please explain what is meant by “operational synergies”
	d. Please explain the anticipated impacts of the hydrogen fuel mix on the combustion turbine, including O&M costs, service life, capacity, and the turbine’s warranty.
	e. Please provide the Pilot’s physical hydrogen storage capacity.

	19. Please refer to FPL’s witness Valle’s direct testimony, Exhibit MV-8. As part of your response, please explain the following calculations.
	a. Please provide the Pilot’s total energy storage capacity.
	b. Please provide the estimated annual fuel savings.
	c. Please provide the estimated total electrical efficiency.
	d. Please provide the estimated annual volume of hydrogen produced.
	e. Please provide the estimated cost efficiency.
	f. Please provide the estimated annual volume and cost of water consumed by electrolysis.
	g. Please provide the estimated gallons of water consumed per kWh of electricity produced by the combustion turbine, assuming a 5 percent hydrogen fuel mix.
	h. Please provide the estimated annual value of oxygen produced by the Pilot and explain why the oxygen is not being captured.

	20. Referring to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, pages 101 and 102 of 787, please provide the calculation of the Theoretical Reserve Balance as of December 31, 2021 for the following  accounts:
	21. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, pages 101 and 102 of 787. In the discussion section on this page, it is stated that the statistical analysis indicates a longer service life than the current estimates. However, that ...
	22. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, pages 101 and 102 of 787. Please explain the reason for the higher than normal gross salvage amount for this account in 2019.
	23. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 734 of 787. In the Net Salvage Analysis Discussion, it is stated that there were large removal costs in 2019. Please discuss the nature and cause of those removal costs and wheth...
	24. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 736 of 787. In the Net Salvage Analysis Discussion, it is stated that there were gross salvage amounts that were related to reimbursements and not expected to recur. Please elabo...
	25. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 738 of 787. Please describe the events that caused the large amounts of “Cost of Removal in 2019” as mentioned in the Net Salvage Analysis Discussion.
	26. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 741 of 787. Please describe the events that caused the large amounts of “Cost of Removal in 2018 and 2019” as mentioned in the Net Salvage Analysis Discussion.
	27. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 749 of 787. Please eleborate on the justification for extending the estimated service life this account from ten years to twenty years.
	28. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 762 of 787. The Net Salvage Analysis states, “More recent years have experienced less negative gross salvage than in the 1980s and 1990s.” Please descibe a situation that would c...
	29. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, pages 767 and 768 of 787. In the first paragraph of the Discussion Section under the Net Salvage Analysis, costs of removal amounts of 127 percent, 149 percent, and 154 percent are me...
	30. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 771 of 787. Please discuss why net salvage data for AMI meters were included in the net salvage analysis when AMI meters were not included in the Life Analysis for this account.
	31. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 775 of 787.
	32. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 776 of 787. Please elaborate on the impact that changing to LED lights has on the service life estimate of account 373.
	33. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 779 of 787. Please elborate on the statement “a (5) percent estimate reflects that there could be some value of the buildings once they reach the end of their useful lives,” desp...
	34. Please refer to witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, page 785 of 787. Please elaborate on the nature and cause of the large amounts of gross salvage for account 392.9 recorded in 2004 and 2006.
	35. Please refer to witness Ferguson’s Direct Testimony, Exhibit KF-3(B), pages 23 and 24 of 47. By comparing column (6) “Annual Depreciation Rate (Consolidated with RSAM)” of this exhibit to staff’s calculations (as shown in the example below), it ap...
	36. Please refer to witness Ferguson’s Direct Testimony, Exhibit KF-4, page 1 of 8, MFR C-2 (with RSAM and without RSAM) for the Projected Test Year (Consolidated), page 3, MFR C-2 (with RSAM and without RSAM) for the Subsequent Year Adjustments (Cons...
	37. Please refer to MFR Schedules B-7 through B-10 (Projected Test Year Ended: 12/31/22), sponsored by witness Bores; witness Ferguson’s Direct Testimony, Exhibit KF-3(B), pages 25-47 of 47; and witness Allis’ Direct Testimony, Exhibit NWA-1, pages 81...
	38. Please refer to witness Ferguson’s Direct Testimony, Exhibits KF-3(A), page 4 of 6, Lines 1-13, where witness Ferguson provided “Change in Forecasted Accumulated Depreciation Resulting from FPL’s Proposed Change in Base Depreciation Expense” (Cons...
	39. Please refer to MFR Schedules B-9 (Projected Test Year Ended: 12/31/22), sponsored by witness Bores, witness Ferguson’s Direct Testimony, Exhibit KF-5, witness Kopp’s Direct Testimony, Exhibit JTK-1, and Exhibits KF-5 and JTK-1 - associated Excel ...
	40. Please refer to FPL’s MFR Schedule B-2, page 7 of 8 which explains that this adjustment results from FPL’s 2021 Dismantlement Study.
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