FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FILED 12/3/2024 Item 1
VOTE SHEET DOCUMENT NO. 10091-2024

FPSC - COMMISSION CLERK
December 3, 2024

Docket No. 20240026-EI — Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230139-EI — Petition for approval of 2023 depreciation and dismantlement study, by Tampa
Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230090-EI — Petition to implement 2024 generation base rate adjustment provisions in paragraph
4 of the 2021 stipulation and settlement agreement, by Tampa Electric Company.

Issue 1: Is TECO’s projected test period for the 12 months ending December 31, 2025, appropriate?
Recommendation: Yes. TECO’s projected test period comprised of the 12 months ending December 31, 2025,
is appropriate.

APPROVED

COMMISSIONERS ASSIGNED: All Commissioners
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Vote Sheet

December 3, 2024 Item 1
Docket No. 20240026-EI — Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230139-EI — Petition for approval of 2023 depreciation and dismantlement study, by Tampa
Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230090-EI — Petition to implement 2024 generation base rate adjustment provisions in paragraph
4 of the 2021 stipulation and settlement agreement, by Tampa Electric Company.

(Continued from previous page)

Issue 2: Are TECO’s forecasts of customers, kilowatt-hour (kWh), and kilowatt (kW) by revenue and rate
class, appropriate?

Recommendation: TECO’s forecast of customers for the 2025 test period is reasonable; however, TECO’s
forecast of kWh (energy sales) and kW (demand) should be adjusted to reflect recent weather trends. TECO’s
retail energy sales forecast for the 2025 test period should be increased by 204,301,725 kWh and TECO’s
monthly peak demand forecast should be adjusted to reflect 10-year normal weather as shown in Table 2-4 of
staff’s memorandum dated November 22, 2024. For purposes of the rate setting phase of this proceeding, TECO
should be directed to provide the associated adjusted revenue and rate class energy and demand forecasts for all
impacted classes.
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Issue 3: What are the inflation, customer growth, and other trend factors that should be approved for use in
forecasting the test year budget?

Recommendation: The trend factors that should be used in forecasting the test year budget are: 2.1 percent for
inflation, 1.7 percent for customer growth, 3.75 percent for non-union labor, and 3.5 percent for union labor.

APPROVED

Issue 4: Is the quality of electric service provided by TECO adequate?
Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that TECO’s quality of service is adequate.

APPROVED
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Issue 5: Should currently prescribed depreciation rates and provision for dismantlement of TECO be revised?
Recommendation: Yes. A review of TECO’s 2023 depreciation and dismantlement studies indicate the need
for revising the currently prescribed depreciation rates and provision for dismantlement. The specific revisions
are discussed in Issues 7 and 11.

APPROVED

Issue 6: What should be the implementation date for new depreciation rates and the provision for
dismantlement?

Recommendation: Staff recommends January 1, 2025, as the date of implementation for the new depreciation
rates and dismantlement provision.

APPROVED

Issue 7: What depreciation parameters and resulting depreciation rates for each depreciable plant account
should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the depreciation parameters and resulting depreciation rates
for each depreciable plant account that are listed in Table 7-4 of staff’s memorandum dated November 22,
2024.

APPROVED
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Issue 8: Based on the application of the depreciation parameters and resulting depreciation rates that the
Commission approves, and a comparison of the theoretical reserves to the book reserves, what are the resulting
imbalances?

Recommendation: If staff’s recommendation on Issue 7 is approved, based on the application of that
recommendation and a comparison of the theoretical reserves to the book reserves, the resulting theoretical
reserve imbalances for each category of TECO’s plant accounts are shown in Table 8-2 of staff’s memorandum
dated November 22, 2024.

APPROVED

Issue 9: What, if any, corrective reserve measures should be taken with respect to the imbalances identified in
[ssue 87

Recommendation: Staff recommends using the remaining life technique to correct the depreciation reserve
imbalances identified in Issue 8.

APPROVED

Issue 10: Should the current amortization of investment tax credits (ITCs) and flow back of excess deferred
income taxes (EDITs) be revised to reflect the approved depreciation rates?

Recommendation: Yes. The current amortization of ITCs and any flow back of EDITs should be revised to
match the actual recovery periods for the related property, except for the ITCs related to TECO’s battery storage
assets. The Company should file detailed calculations of the revised ITC amortization and flow back of EDITs
at the same time it files its earnings surveillance report as specified in Rule 25-6.1352, F.A.C.

APPROVED
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Issue 11: What annual accrual for dismantlement should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of a total annual accrual of $15,770,488 for TECO’s
dismantlement of its generating facilities, as shown in Table 11-2 of staff’s memorandum dated November 22,
2024.

APPROVED

Issue 12: What, if any, corrective dismantlement reserve measures should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends that all the dismantlement reserve imbalances should be resolved over
the remaining service lives of the related assets, and no other corrective dismantlement reserve measures should
be approved.

APPROVED

Issue 13: Has TECO made the appropriate adjustments to remove all non-utility activities from Plant in
Service, Accumulated Depreciation, and Working Capital in the 2025 projected test year? What, if any,
adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO has made the appropriate adjustments to remove all non-utility activities from
Plant in Service, Accumulated Depreciation, and Working Capital in the 2025 projected test year. Therefore no
additional adjustments are necessary.

APPROVED
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Issue 14: Should TECO’s proposed Future Environmental Compliance Project be included in the 2025
projected test year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Future Environmental Compliance Project, with a capital cost of $18.2
million, should be included in the 2025 projected test year with no adjustments as it allows TECO to evaluate
the feasibility of Carbon Capture and Storage. With federal dollars paying for the vast majority of costs, and
TECO being proactive in pursuing this evaluation, staff recommends this project is in the customers’ interest.
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Issue 15: Should TECO’s proposed Research and Development Projects be included in the 2025 projected test
year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO’s proposed Long Duration Energy Storage project, with a capital cost of $4.2
million, should be included in the 2025 projected test year as it allows TECO to explore alternative battery
technologies. The Florida Conservation and Technology Center Microgrid project, with a capital cost of $2.8
million, should be removed from the 2025 projected test year as it will not be in-service until 2026. Therefore,
an adjustment should be made to remove $2,846,972.

i

APPROVED

Issue 16: Should TECO’s proposed Customer Experience Enhancement Projects be included in the 2025
projected test year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: No. The proposed Customer Experience Enhancement projects should not be included in
the 2025 projected test year because the projects are not needed for reliability and the customers indicated that
they are unwilling to pay for the enhancements. Therefore, an adjustment should be made to remove $13.4
million.
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Issue 17: Should TECO’s proposed Information Technology Capital Projects be included in the 2025 projected
test year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Information Technology Capital Projects, with a capital $22.9 million,
should be included in the 2025 projected test year without any adjustments. Staff recommends that these
projects are needed to replace hardware and software that are at the end of their life and unsupportable, and will
improve cybersecurity to protect TECO’s system and customer information.

APPROVED

Issue 18: Should TECO’s proposed Solar Projects be included in the 2025 projected test year? What, if any,
adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed 2024 and 2025 Solar projects, with a combined capital costs of
approximately $359.1 million, should be included in the 2025 projected test year with no adjustments. While
providing a minimal reliability benefit, the projects do provide cost-effective renewable energy for TECO’s
system that will provide savings for customers in the form of fuel savings.

APPROVED

Issue 19: Should TECO’s proposed Grid Reliability and Resilience Projects be included in the 2025 projected
test year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Grid Reliability and Resilience Projects, with capital costs of $128.9
million, should be included in the 2025 projected test year without any adjustments. Staff recommends that
these projects are in the customers’ interest as the projects will evolve the electric grid to meet customer
demands while also providing reliability and safety benefits.

APPROVED
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Issue 20: Should TECO’s proposed Energy Storage projects be included in the 2025 projected test year? What,
if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The four energy storage projects, with an estimated total capital cost of $156.1
million, should be included in the 2025 projected test year with no adjustments. The projects provide cost-
effective energy storage for TECO’s system that will provide savings for customers.

iR
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Issue 21: Should TECO’s proposed Corporate Headquarters project be included in the 2025 projected test
year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Corporate Headquarters, with a capital cost of $188.7 million, should
be included in the 2025 projected test year without any adjustments. Relocating TECO employees to the new
Corporate Headquarters will provide additional space for expansion, and the structure will be more storm
resilient and built to current building codes.
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Issue 22: Should TECO’s proposed South Tampa Resilience project be included in the 2025 projected test
year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: No. The South Tampa Resilience Project is not needed for reliability purposes in 2025 and
its fuel savings are not projected to offset the early in-service date absent a reliability need. Therefore, an
adjustment should be made to remove $167.245 million.
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Issue 23: Should TECO’s proposed Bearss Operations Center project be included in the 2025 projected test
year? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Bearss Operations Center project, with a total cost of $335.0 million,
should be included in the 2025 projected test year without any adjustments. The Bearss Operations Center was
chosen by TECO for its storm resilience, office space, and strategic objectives.

APPROVED

Issue 24: Should TECO’s proposed Polk 1 Flexibility project be included in the 2025 projected test year?
What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Polk 1 Flexibility project, with a total cost of $90.1 million, should be
included in the 2025 projected test year. The conversion of Polk Unit 1 to a natural gas-fired simple cycle unit is
projected to be more economic for customers than continuing as a combined cycle unit and incurring major
capital expenses. However, as the remaining portions of Polk Unit 1 integrated gasification combined cycle
system, including the gasification equipment, heat recovery steam generator, and steam turbine do not appear
likely to return to service, they should be retired. Therefore, an adjustment should be made to remove
$142,251,955. Staff recommends establishing a capital recovery schedule with an 11-year amortization period
to address recovery of the remaining balance in rate base.

APPROVED

Issue 25: What amount of Plant in Service for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of Plant in Service that should be approved for the 2025 projected test year is
$12,868,236,740.

APPROVED
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Issue 26: What amount of Accumulated Depreciation for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?

Recommendation: The amount of Accumulated Depreciation that should be approved for the 2025 projected
test year is $3,679,106,305.

APPROVED

Issue 27: What amount of Construction Work in Progress for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of Construction Work in Progress (CWIP) that should be approved for the
2025 projected test year is $230,175,000.

APPROVED

Issue 28: What amount of Property Held for Future Use for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of Property Held for Future Use that should be approved for the 2025
projected test year is $68,034,000.

APPROVED

Issue 29: What amount of unfunded Other Post-Retirement Employee Benefit (OPEB) liability and any
associated expense should be included in rate base?

Recommendation: The amount of unfunded Other Post-retirement Employee Benefit (OPEB) that should be
included in rate base is $70,740,641.

APPROVED
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Issue 30: What level of TECO’s fuel inventories should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Commission approve $36,509,000 as the jurisdictional fuel
inventory value for the projected 2025 test year.

APPROVED

Issue 31: What amount of Working Capital for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of Working Capital that should be approved for the 2025 projected test year is
$223.971.393.

APPROVED

Issue 32: What amount of rate base for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of rate base that should be approved for the 2025 projected test year is
$9,711,309,827.

APPROVED

Issue 33: What amount of accumulated deferred taxes should be approved for inclusion in the capital structure
for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount of accumulated deferred income taxes to include in the 2025 projected test
year capital structure is $972.094 million.

APPROVED
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Issue 34: What amount and cost rate of the unamortized investment tax credits should be approved for
inclusion in the capital structure for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The Commission should approve an ITC amount of $208.205 million at a cost rate of 7.90
percent for inclusion in the capital structure for the 2025 projected test year.

APPROVED

Issue 35: What amount and cost rate for customer deposits should be approved for inclusion in the capital
structure for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount and cost rate for customer deposits that should be approved for inclusion in the
capital structure for the 2025 projected test year is $98.335 million at a cost rate of 2.41 percent.

APPROVED

Issue 36: What amount and cost rate for short-term debt should be approved for inclusion in the capital
structure for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount and cost rate for short-term debt that should be approved for inclusion in the
capital structure for the 2025 projected test year is $373.359 million and 3.90 percent, respectively.

APPROVED
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Issue 37: What amount and cost rate for long-term debt should be approved for inclusion in the capital
structure for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount and cost rate for long-term debt that should be approved for inclusion in the
capital structure for the 2025 projected test year is $3,505.671 million at a cost rate of 4.53 percent.

“PPROVED

Issue 38: What equity ratio should be approved for use in the capital structure for ratemaking purposes for the
2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The Commission should approve an equity ratio of 54.00 percent based on investor-
supplied capital for ratemaking purposes for the 2025 projected test year. The amount of common equity in the
capital structure should be $4,553.645 million.

Issue 39: What authorized return on equity (ROE) should be approved for use in establishing TECO’s revenue
requirement for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: An authorized ROE of 10.30 percent, with a range of 9.30 percent to 11.30 percent, should
be approved for use in establishing TECO’s revenue requirement for the 2025 projected test year.

o
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Issue 40: What capital structure and weighted average cost of capital should be approved for use in
establishing TECO’s revenue requirement for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: A capital structure consisting of 54.00 percent common equity, 41.60 percent long-term
debt, and 4.40 percent short-term debt as a percentage of investor sources should be approved for the 13-month
average test year ending December 31, 2025. A weighted average cost of capital of 6.81 percent should be
approved for establishing TECO’s projected test year revenue requirement and setting rates in this proceeding.

APPROVED

Issue 41: Has TECO correctly calculated the revenues at current rates for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: If staff’s recommended adjustments to TECO’s 2025 energy and demand forecasts in Issue
2 are approved, TECO’s estimated revenues at current rates should be increased by $11.985 million, resulting in
total revenues of $1.492 billion, to reflect such adjustments. If the Commission approves OPC’s proposed
adjustment to TECO’s 2025 energy and demand forecasts in Issue 2, TECO’s estimated revenues at current
rates should be increased by $12.260 million, resulting in total revenues of $1.493 billion. If the Commission
approves TECO’s customer, energy sales, and demand forecasts as-filed, then TECO’s projected revenues at
current rates is $1.481 billion, and no adjustment is necessary.

APPROVED

Issue 42: What amount of Total Operating Revenues should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: If staff’s recommended adjustments to TECO’s test year energy sales/demand and revenue
forecasts in Issue 2 and 41 are approved, the appropriate amount of Total Operating Revenues is $1.530 billion.
If the Commission approves OPC’s recommended adjustments in Issues 2 and 41, the appropriate amount of
Total Operating Revenues is $1.531 billion. If the Commission approves TECO’s customer, energy sales,
demand, and revenue forecasts as-filed, the appropriate amount of Total Operating Revenues is $1.518 billion.

APPROVED
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Issue 43: What amount of O&M expense associated with Polk Unit 1 has TECO included in the 2025 projected
test year? Should this amount be approved and what, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: TECO included $9,685,047 of non-fuel O&M expense for Polk Unit 1. Consistent with
Issue 24, staff recommends adjustments to reflect the retirement of the non-simple cycle components of Polk
Unit 1, which reduce O&M expense by $1,500,332, for a resulting non-fuel O&M expense of $8,184,715.

APPROVED

Issue 44: What amount of O&M expense associated with Big Bend Unit 4 has TECO included in the 2025
projected test year? Should this amount be approved and what, if any, adjustments should be made?
Recommendation: TECO included $12,472,909 of non-fuel O&M expense for Big Bend 4. This amount
should be approved with no adjustments.

APPROVED

Issue 45: What amount of generation O&M expense should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: Consistent with Issues 22, 24, and 43, generation O&M expense should be reduced to
reflect the denial of the South Tampa Resilience project and retirement of some of the Polk Unit 1 generating
assets. In addition, staff recommends amortizing the atypical expenses in 2025 over a three-year period, for a
total reduction of $8,286,667 million. Therefore, generation O&M should be $113,813,950 for the 2025
projected test year.

APPROVED
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Issue 46: What amount of transmission O&M expense should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: Transmission O&M should be $11,491,000 for the 2025 projected test year. This amount is
below the Commission’s benchmark amount, is reasonable, and should be approved.

APPROVED

Issue 47: What amount of distribution O&M expense should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: Distribution O&M should be $54,243,000 for the 2025 projected test year. This amount is
below the Commission’s benchmark amount, is reasonable, and should be approved.

APPROVED

Issue 48: Has TECO made the appropriate test year adjustments to remove fuel revenues and fuel expenses
recoverable through the Fuel Adjustment Clause?

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that TECO has made the appropriate test year adjustments to
remove fuel revenues and fuel expenses recoverable through the Fuel and Purchased Power Cost Recovery
Clause.

APPROVED
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Issue 49: Has TECO made the appropriate test year adjustments to remove conservation revenues and
conservation expenses recoverable through the Conservation Cost Recovery Clause?

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that TECO appropriately adjusted its Net Operating Income for the
2025 test year to remove conservation revenues and conservation expenses that are recoverable through the
Energy Conservation Cost Recovery Clause.

APPROVED

Issue 50: Has TECO made the appropriate test year adjustments to remove capacity revenues and capacity
expenses recoverable through the Capacity Cost Recovery Clause?

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that TECO has made the appropriate test year adjustments to
remove capacity revenues and capacity expenses recoverable through the Capacity Cost Recovery Clause.

APPROVED

Issue 51: Has TECO made the appropriate test year adjustments to remove environmental revenues and
environmental expenses recoverable through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO removed $9.2 million of net operating income (NOI) from the test year
calculations for the appropriate revenues and expenses associated with the Environmental Cost Recovery
Clause.

APPROVED
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Issue 52: Has TECO made the appropriate test year adjustments to remove all storm hardening revenues and
expenses recoverable through the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause?

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that TECO has made the appropriate test year adjustments to
remove all storm hardening revenues and expenses recoverable through the SPPCRC.

APPROVED

Issue 53: What amount of salaries and benefits, including incentive compensation, should be approved for the
2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: Staff recommends salaries and benefits of $376,802,000 for the 2025 projected test year.

APPROVED

Issue 54: Does TECO’s pension and Other Post-Retirement Employee Benefits (OPEB) expense properly
reflect capitalization credits in the 2025 projected test year? If not, what adjustments, if any, should be made?
Recommendation: TECO has made the proper adjustments to reflect capitalization credits. Therefore, no
adjustments to the OPEB expense is necessary.

APPROVED



Vote Sheet

December 3, 2024 [tem 1
Docket No. 20240026-EI — Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230139-EI — Petition for approval of 2023 depreciation and dismantlement study, by Tampa
Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230090-EI — Petition to implement 2024 generation base rate adjustment provisions in paragraph
4 of the 2021 stipulation and settlement agreement, by Tampa Electric Company.

(Continued from previous page)

Issue 55: What cost allocation methodologies and what amount of allocated costs and charges with TECO’s
affiliated companies should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: Staff recommends approving $28,650,000 in allocated costs and charges from Tampa
Electric to its affiliate, and a total of $11,841,973 for allocated costs ($7,263,973) and direct charges
($4,578,000) incurred by TECO from affiliated companies for the 2025 projected test year. The amount for
allocated costs reflects a reduction of $3,811,027 for the removal of half of allocated corporate responsibility
costs. Staff recommends no changes to the cost allocation methodology.

APPROVED

Issue 56: What amount of Directors and Officers Liability Insurance expense for the 2025 projected test year
should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends that $151,500 in Directors and Officers Liability Insurance and
$376,000 in Board of Director expense be approved, resulting in a total reduction of $527,500 for the 2025 test
year.

APPROVED

Issue 57: What amount of Economic Development expense for the 2025 projected test year should be
approved?
Recommendation: Staff recommends that $446,502 should be approved.

APPROVED
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Issue 58: What amount and amortization period for TECO’s rate case expense for the 2025 projected test year
should be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends the Commission approve a total rate case cost of $2,048,000 with a
three-year amortization period. The corresponding annual amortization expense is $683,000.

APPROVED

Issue 59: What amount of O&M Expense for the 2025 projected test year should be approved?
Recommendation: The amount of O&M Expense that should be approved for the 2025 projected test year is
$374,919,781.

APPROVED

Issue 60: What amount of depreciation and dismantlement expense for the 2025 projected test year should be
approved?

Recommendation: The amount of depreciation and dismantlement expense should be $507,268,091 for the
2025 projected test year.

APPROVED

Issue 61: What amount of Taxes Other Than Income Taxes for the 2025 projected test year should be
approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends that Taxes Other Than Income Taxes for the 2025 projected test year
should be $101,592,000.

APPROVED
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Issue 62: What amount of Parent Debt Adjustment is required by Rule 25-14.004, F.A.C., for the 2025
projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount of Parent Debt Adjustment as contemplated by Rule 25-14.004, F.A.C., for the
2025 projected test year is $13,420,123 based on a jurisdictional common equity balance of $4,553,645 million.

APPROVED

Issue 63: What amount of Production Tax Credits should be approved and what is the proper accounting
treatment for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The amount of Production Tax Credits that should be approved for the 2025 projected test
year is $38.6 million as a reduction to income tax expense and the proper treatment is flow-through accounting.

APPROVED

Issue 64: What treatment, amounts, and amortization period for the Production Tax Credits that were deferred
in 2022-2024 should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The PTC benefit that was deferred in 2022-2024 in the amount of $58.74 million should be
accounted for as a regulatory liability, amortized over a three-year period for annual amortization in the amount
of $19.58 million, with an additional $1.56 million carrying charge, resulting in an annual amount of $21.14
million. Therefore, staff recommends that TECO’s requested revenue requirement should be reduced by $15.64
million. A corresponding adjustment to decrease rate base by $219,567 should also be made.

APPROVED



Vote Sheet

December 3, 2024 Item 1
Docket No. 20240026-EI — Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230139-EI — Petition for approval of 2023 depreciation and dismantlement study, by Tampa
Electric Company.

Docket No. 20230090-EI — Petition to implement 2024 generation base rate adjustment provisions in paragraph
4 of the 2021 stipulation and settlement agreement, by Tampa Electric Company.

(Continued from previous page)

Issue 65: What treatment and amount of the Investment Tax Credits pursuant to the Inflation Reduction Act
should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: The Commission should approve a five-year amortization period for Investment Tax
Credits for Battery Storage assets as if the Company opted out of normalization. The amount of the Investment
Tax Credits related to the battery storage assets is $37.031 million and the annual amortization should be $6.627
million for the 2025 projected test year.

APPROVED

Issue 66: What amount of Income Tax expense should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: The amount of Income Tax expense that should be approved for the projected 2025 test
year is ($1,011,625).

APPROVED

Issue 67: What amount of Net Operating Income should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?
Recommendation: The amount of Net Operating Income that should be approved for the 2025 projected test
year is $547,059,693.

APPROVED
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Issue 68: What revenue expansion factor and net operating income multiplier, including the appropriate
elements and rates, should be approved for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the appropriate revenue expansion factor should be 74.424 percent
and net operating income multiplier should be 1.34364 for the 2025 projected test year. The appropriate
elements and rates are discussed in the analysis portion of this recommendation.

APPROVED

Issue 69: What amount of annual operating revenue increase for the 2025 projected test year should be
approved?

Recommendation: The amount of annual operating revenue increase that should be approved for the projected
2025 test year is $153,379,370.

APPROVED

Issue 70: Is TECO’s proposed separation of costs and revenues between the wholesale and retail jurisdictions
appropriate?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO’s proposed separation of costs and revenues between the wholesale and retail
jurisdictions is appropriate and should be approved as shown in MFR Schedule E, Volume I.

APPROVED
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Issue 71: What is the appropriate methodology to allocate production costs to the rate classes?
Recommendation: The appropriate methodology is the 12 Coincident Peak (CP) and 1/13 Average Demand
(i.e., energy) methodology. The gasifier of Polk Unit 1 and the scrubber of the Big Bend Unit 4 should continue
to be allocated on an energy basis. TECO should file a revised cost of service study, including rates and tariffs,
that reflect the Commission vote on all issues by December 9, 2024, close of business. The Commission-
approved methodology should also be utilized in other cost recovery clauses for allocation of production
demand classified costs to the rate classes.

DENIED q (P mc-f'ttlﬂolﬂil/ 0 $ ‘lffdﬂj-
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Issue 72: What is the appropriate methodology to allocate transmission costs to the rate classes?
Recommendation: Transmission costs should be allocated on a 12 CP basis.

APPROVED o5 po]ibic) in Tesue 1)

Issue 73: What is the appropriate methodology to allocate distribution costs to the rate classes?
Recommendation: Distribution plant in accounts 369 (service drops) and 370 (meters) should be classified as
customer-related and distribution costs in accounts 364 through 368 (poles, overhead lines, underground lines,
and transformers) as demand-related. The use of the Minimum Distribution System (MDS) should be rejected.
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Issue 74: How should any change in the revenue requirement approved by the Commission be allocated among
the customer classes?

Recommendation: The appropriate allocation of the change in revenue requirement, after recognizing any
additional revenues realized in other operating revenues, should track, to the extent practical, the revenue
deficiency of each class as determined from the approved cost of service study and move the classes toward
parity to the extent practicable. The appropriate allocation compares present revenue for each class to the class
cost of service requirement and then distributes the change in revenue requirements to the classes. No class
should receive an increase greater than 1.5 times the system average percentage increase in total, and no class
should receive a decrease.

APPROVED

Issue 75: Should the proposed modifications to the delivery voltage credit be approved?
Recommendation: TECO’s calculations of the delivery voltage credits are appropriate; however, TECO
should be required to recalculate the credits if the Commission’s vote in other issues affects the calculations.

APPROVED

Issue 76: What are the appropriate service charges (initial connection, reconnect for nonpayment, connection
of existing account, field visit, temporary overhead and underground, meter tampering)?

Recommendation: The appropriate service charges are $168.00 for initial connection, $18.00 for reconnection
of service which has been disconnected due to nonpayment, $15.00 for reconnection of service which has not
been disconnected due to nonpayment, $37.00 for field visit, $480.00 for temporary overhead and underground,
and $75.00 for meter tampering.

APPROVED
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Issue 77: Should the modifications to the emergency relay power supply charge be approved?
Recommendation: Yes, TECO proposed methodology to calculate emergency relay power supply charges is
appropriate and should be approved. The final charges are subject to the Commission vote on the final revenue
requirement; therefore, TECO should recalculate the charges.

APPROVED

Issue 78: What are the appropriate basic service charges?

Recommendation: The final basic service charges are a fall-out issue and will be decided at the December 19,
2024 Commission Conference. The calculation of the basic service charges is dependent on the Commission’s
vote on the final revenue requirement, cost of service issues, including whether to use the MDS method or not.
TECO should be required to recalculate the basis service charges based on the Commission vote on all prior
issues.

APPROVED

Issue 79: What are the appropriate demand charges?

Recommendation: The methodology used by TECO to determine the demand charges is appropriate. The
appropriate rate design for the demand charges is discussed in conjunction with the appropriate rate design for
the energy charges decided in Issue 80. The final demand charges are a fall-out issue and will be decided at the
December 19, 2024 Commission Conference.

APPROVED
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Issue 80: What are the appropriate energy charges?

Recommendation: The appropriate rate design for the energy charges is discussed in conjunction with the
appropriate rate design for the demand charges decided in Issue 79. The final energy charges are a fall-out issue
and will be decided at the December 19, 2024 Commission Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 81: What are the appropriate Lighting Service rate schedule charges?
Recommendation: The appropriate Lighting Service rate schedule charges are a fall-out issue and will be
decided at the December 19, 2024 Commission Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 82: What are the appropriate Standby Services (SS-1, SS-2, SS-3) rate schedule charges?
Recommendation: The appropriate Standby Services (SS-1, SS-2, SS-3) rate schedule charges are a fall-out
issue and will be decided at the December 19, 2024 Commission Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 83: Should the proposed modifications to the time-of-day periods be approved?
Recommendation: No. The proposed modifications to the time-of-day periods should not be approved.

APPROVED
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Issue 84: Should the proposed modifications to the Non-Standard Meter Rider tariff (Tariff Sheet No. 3.280)
be approved?

Recommendation: No modification was proposed. The Non-Standard Meter Rider (NSMR) tariff is
appropriate and no modifications should be made.

APPROVED

Issue 85: Should the proposed tariff modifications to the Budget Billing Program (Fifth Revised Tariff Sheet
No. 3.020) be approved?

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the proposed tariff modifications to the Budget Billing
Program, indicated on the Fifth Revised Tariff Sheet No. 3.020.

APPROVED

Issue 86: Should the proposed tariff modifications regarding general liability and customer responsibilities
(Fifth Revised Tariff Sheet No. 5.070 and Original Tariff Sheet No. 5.081) be approved?

Recommendation: Yes. The Commission should approve the proposed taritff modifications regarding general
liability and customer responsibilities (Fifth Revised Tariff Sheet No. 5.070 and Original Tariff Sheet No.
5.081). The proposed revisions will provide greater clarity regarding customer responsibilities and Company
responsibilities.

APPROVED
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Issue 87: Should the proposed tariff modifications to Contribution in Aid of Construction (Fifth Revised Tariff
Sheet No. 5.105) be approved?

Recommendation: The proposed tariff modifications to Contribution in Aid of Construction (Fifth Revised
Tariff Sheet No. 5.105) are reasonable and should be approved.

APPROVED

Issue 88: Should the proposed tariff modifications to the Economic Development Rider (Third Revised Tariff
Sheet Nos. 6.720, 6.725, 6.730) be approved?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed tariff modifications to the Economic Development Rider (Third
Revised Tariff Sheet Nos. 6.720, 6.725, 6.730) should be approved. The proposed Economic Development
Rider (EDR) modifications would allow TECO to remain competitive in attracting new commercial and
industrial customers to its service area.

APPROVED

Issue 89: Should the proposed modifications to LS-1 (Eleventh Revised Tariff Sheet No. 6.809) regarding
lighting wattage variance be approved?

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends approval of the proposed modifications to LS-1 regarding lighting
wattage variance. The lighting wattage variance will increase to 25 percent, from the previously approved
variance of 10 percent.

APPROVED
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Issue 90: Should the proposed LS-2 Monthly Rental Factors (Original Tariff Sheet No. 6.845) be approved?
Recommendation: TECO’s calculations of the LS-2 monthly rental factors shown on Original Tariff Sheet
No. 6.845 are appropriate; however, TECO should be required to recalculate the factors if the Commission’s
vote in other issues affects the calculations. The new factors will permit customers to contract lighting service
for a period between 1 and 25 years.

APPROVED

Issue 91: Should the proposed termination factors for long-term facilities (Fifth Revised Tariff Sheet No.
7.765) be approved?

Recommendation: TECO’s calculations of the monthly rental and termination factors for facilities rental
agreement are appropriate; however, TECO should be required to recalculate the factors shown on Fifth
Revised Tariff Sheet No. 7.765 if the Commission’s vote in other issues affects the calculations.

APPROVED

Issue 92: Should the non-rate related tarift modifications be approved?
Recommendation: The non-rate related tariff modifications are appropriate and should be approved.

APPROVED
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Issue 93: Should the Commission give staff administrative authority to approve tariffs reflecting Commission
approved rates and charges?

Recommendation: This is a fall-out issue and will be decided at the December 19, 2024 Commission
Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 94: What are the considerations or factors that the Commission should evaluate in determining whether a
SYA should be approved?

Recommendation: The Company has the burden to prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the
annualization or project(s) that underlie the SYA are necessary to be accounted for in the current rate case as
opposed to a future rate case. In analyzing whether to approve a SYA, the Commission should consider whether
the project(s) associated with the requested SYA will substantially improve safety, reliability, or operational
efficiency, and whether the project(s) will put pressure on the Company’s ability to earn within its range of
return. In doing so, it should consider whether it appears sufficiently likely that approval of the project(s) will
result in cost savings by avoiding or minimizing future rate proceedings. In a SYA, rates should only be
increased for projects that are placed into service, as verified by the Company.

APPROVED

Issue 95: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Solar Projects in the 2026 and
2027 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: In part. The annualization associated with the 2025 proposed Solar Projects should be
included in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the annualization of the associated Accumulated
Depreciation, but the proposed 2026 Solar Projects should be removed and there should be no 2027 SYA.
While staff does not recommend the inclusion of the 2026 Solar Projects as part of the SYA, this does not
preclude TECO from filing a request for the cost recovery in a future proceeding.

APPROVED
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Issue 96: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Grid Reliability and Resilience
Projects in the 2026 and 2027 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: In part. The Grid Communications Network Project has an in-service date of August 2025
and the annualization amount should be included in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the
annualization of the associated Accumulated Depreciation. The Customer Information Device Expansion
Project ($24.3 million) and the Grid Communications Network Hardware, Back Office IT Systems, and Control
Systems Projects ($108.3 million) will not be completed until 2026 and should be removed and there should be
no 2027 SYA. While staff does not recommend the inclusion of the 2026 projects as part of the SYA, this does
not preclude TECO from filing a request for the cost recovery in a future proceeding.

APPROVED

Issue 97: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Polk 1 Flexibility Project in the
2026 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The annualization of TECO’s proposed Polk 1 Flexibility project should be included
in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the annualization of the associated Accumulated Depreciation.

APPROVED

Issue 98: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Energy Storage Projects in the
2026 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: The annualization associated with TECO’s proposed Energy Storage Projects should be
included in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the annualization of the associated Accumulated
Depreciation. The Investment Tax Credits related to the battery storage projects in the 2026 SYA should be
adjusted to reflect a 5-year amortization period. The annual ITC amortization should be $8,792,608, which
results in a revenue requirement decrease of $1,713,381 for the 2026 SYA

APPROVED
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Issue 99: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Bearss Operations Center Project
in the 2026 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO’s proposed annualization of the Bearss Operations Center project should be
included in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the annualization of the associated Accumulated
Depreciation.

ADDROVVED
LR Y AW

Issue 100: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Corporate Headquarters Project
in the 2026 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO’s proposed annualization of the Corporate Headquarters project should be
included in the 2026 SYA, with an adjustment to include the annualization of the associated Accumulated
Depreciation.

APPROVED

Issue 101: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed South Tampa Resilience Project
in the 2026 and 2027 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: No. Consistent with Issue 22, staff recommends removal of the South Tampa Resilience
Project from the 2026 and 2027 SYAs.

DENIED
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Issue 102: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed Polk Fuel Diversity Project in
the 2026 and 2027 SYA? What, if any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: No. TECO’s proposed Polk Fuel Diversity project should be removed from the 2026 and
2027 SYAs because its in-service date is beyond the projected test year and TECO has not demonstrated a
definitive reliability need associated with the Polk Fuel Diversity project.

DENIED  folk Futl Puerly projedt shoull de iaclidd
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Issue 103: What overall rate of return should be used to calculate the 2026 and 2027 SYA?
Recommendation: As discussed in Issue 40, an overall rate of return of 6.81 percent should be used to

calculate the 2026 and 2027 SYA.

O THES IS,

APPROVED

Issue 104: Should the SYA for 2026 and 2027 reflect additional revenues due to customer growth? What, if
any, adjustments should be made?

Recommendation: No. Any SYAs for 2026 and/or 2027 approved by the Commission should not reflect
additional revenues resulting from customer growth. No adjustments should be made.
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Issue 105: Should the Commission approve the inclusion of TECO’s proposed incremental O&M expense
associated with the SYA projects in the 2026 and 2027 SYA?

Recommendation: The amount of incremental O&M expenses that should be approved are $2.3 million for
the 2026 SYA and $0 for the 2027 SYA.

APPROVED

Issue 106: Should the depreciation expense and Investment Tax Credits amortization used to calculate the
proposed 2026 and 2027 SYA be adjusted to reflect the Commission’s decisions on depreciation rates and ITC
amortization for the 2025 projected test year?

Recommendation: Yes. If the Commission authorizes the utilization of the proposed 2026 and 2027 SYA,
staff recommends that the depreciation expense and Investment Tax Credits amortization used to calculate the
proposed 2026 and 2027 SYA be adjusted to reflect the Commission’s decisions on depreciation rates and
Investment Tax Credit Amortization for the 2025 projected test year.

APPROVED

Issue 107: What annual amount of incremental revenues should be approved for recovery through the 2026 and
2027 SYA?

Recommendation: The annual amount of incremental revenues that should be approved for recovery through
the 2026 SYA is $74,674,147, which is for recovery of the annualization associated with projects added in 2025
only, and $0 through the 2027 SYA.

APPROVED
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Issue 108: What rate design approach should be used to develop customer rates for the 2026 and 2027 SYA?
Recommendation: TECO’s proposed rate design to develop customer rates for the 2026 and 2027 SYA is
reasonable. If the Commission approves any SYAs, TECO should file a petition for proposed rates for January
2026 in September 2025 and for proposed rate for January 2027 in September 2026. The rate calculation should
reflect the Commission-approved cost of service.

APPROVED

Issue 109: When should the 2026 and 2027 SYA become effective?

Recommendation: If the Commission approves any projects to be included for cost recovery via a SYA, the
2026 SYA should become effective with the first billing cycle in January 2026. The 2027 SYA, if approved,
should become effective with the first billing cycle in January 2027.

APPROVED

Issue 110: Should TECO be required to file its proposed 2026 and 2027 SYA rates for Commission approval
in September 2026 and 2027, respectively, reflecting then current billing determinants?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO should be required to file its proposed 2026 and 2027 SYA rates for
Commission approval in September 2026 and 2027, respectively, verifying the in-service dates of all projects
and using then current billing determinants.

APPROVED
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Issue 111: Should TECO’s proposed Corporate Income Tax Change Provision be approved?
Recommendation: No. If there is a change in state or federal tax laws, TECO or other intervenors have the
opportunity to file a petition for a limited proceeding pursuant to Section 366.076, F.S., requesting the
Commission consider the issues affected by a potential corporate tax law change.

APPROVED

Issue 112: Should TECO’s proposed Storm Cost Recovery Provision be approved?
Recommendation: Yes. The proposed Storm Cost Recovery Provision should be approved.

APPROVED

Issue 113: Should TECO’s proposed Asset Optimization Mechanism be approved, and what, if any,
modifications should be made?

Recommendation: Yes. The proposed AOM should be approved, effective January 1, 2025, with
modifications. As the customer-sharing threshold has not been increased, the requested renewable energy credit
(REC) sales and natural gas sales should not be added to the allowable optimization activities. In addition, staff
recommends a docket should be opened to establish a generic proceeding to address incentives for all investor-
owned utilities.

APPROVED
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Issue 114: What are the appropriate updated Clean Energy Transition Mechanism factors and when should
they become effective?

Recommendation: The Clean Energy Transition Mechanism (CETM) factors have been approved by the
Commission in the 2021 Settlement Agreement; however, the final calculation of the CETM factors, are
dependent on the Commission’s vote on ROE and cost of service. TECO should provide revised CETM factors
and associated tariff for the December 19, 2024 Commission Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 115: Should the proposed Senior Care Program (Original Tariff Sheet No. 3.310) and associated cost
recovery be approved?

Recommendation: No. The proposed Senior Care Program (Original Tariff Sheet No. 3.310) and associated
cost recovery should not be approved as proposed. If TECO wishes to offer the proposed program which offers
a fixed $10 monthly bill credit to TECO’s low-income customers 65 and older, the program should be funded
through voluntary rate payer donations and/or by TECO employees and TECO shareholders.

APPROVED

Issue 116: Should TECO be required to perform any studies or analysis relating to the retirement of Polk Unit
1 and/or Big Bend Unit 4, including early retirement dates, environmental compliance costs, and/or
procurement of alternative resources?

Recommendation: No. TECO is responsible for continuously evaluating its generating fleet for reliability,
economics, and compliance with applicable regulations. Based on the record, TECO has performed reasonable
analysis in regards to the early retirement of Polk Unit 1 and Big Bend Unit 4 and no further studies are needed
at this time.

APPROVED
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Issue 117: What is the appropriate effective date for TECO’s revised 2025 rates and charges?

Recommendation: This is a fall-out issue and will be decided at the December 19, 2024 Commission
Conference.

APPROVED

Issue 118: Has the Commission considered TECO’s performance pursuant to Sections 366.80-366.83 and
403.519, F.S., when establishing rates?

Recommendation: Yes. The Commission has considered TECO’s performance pursuant to Sections 366.80-
366.83 and 403.519, F.S., when establishing rates.

APPROVED

Issue 119: What considerations should the Commission give the affordability of customer bills and how does
TECO’s rate increase impact ratepayers in this proceeding?

Recommendation: The Commission has broad discretion to carry out its legislative mandate of ensuring rates
are fair, just, and reasonable. To the extent the Commission can consider the “affordability” of customer bills, it
must do so within the context of its governing statutes in Chapter 366, F.S., which require the Commission to
set rates that are fair, just, and reasonable. OPC and FL Rising/LULAC offered tests to gauge affordability, but
staff is persuaded by the law, which is supported by the evidence presented by TECO regarding how it kept
affordability in mind while making business decisions that would result in “affordable” rates. Moreover, if
staff’s adjustments are approved by the Commission, the rate impact on customers will be lower and thus even
more affordable for ratepayers.

APPROVED
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Issue 120: Should TECO be required to file, within 90 days after the date of the final order in this docket, a
description of all entries or adjustments to its annual report, rate of return reports, and books and records which
will be required as a result of the Commission’s findings in this rate case?

Recommendation: Yes. TECO should be required to file, within 90 days after the date of the final order in this
docket, a description of all entries or adjustments to its annual report, rate of return reports, and books and
records which will be required as a result of the Commission’s findings in this rate case.

APPROVED

Issue 121: Should this docket be closed?
Recommendation: This docket should remain open for the Commission to determine the final rates at a
subsequent Special Agenda.

APPROVED
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. FPSC - COMMISSION CLERK
Hiep Nguyen

From: Asha Maharaj-Lucas
Sent: Monday, December 2, 2024 2:31 PM
To: Braulio Baez Mark Futrell; Apryl Lynn; Keith Hetrick; Mary Anne Helton; Adam

Teitzman; CLK - Agenda Staff; Cindy Muir; Commissioners & Staffs; Laura King; Marissa
Ramos; Phillip Ellis; Lee Smith; Andrew Maurey; Elisabeth Draper; Adria Harper

Cc: Jacqueline Moore; Gabrielle McLeod; Nancy Harrison

Subject: FW: Request for oral modification of Item#1 on the 12/3/2024 special agenda
conference, Docket No. 20240026-El, Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric
Company

Attachments: Issue 7 - Corrected - Table 7-4.pdf

Hello:

Please find below the approval for the oral modification to Item 1, scheduled on the December 3, 2024, Special Agenda
Conference — for docket no. 20240026-El.

Thanks
Asha

From: Braulio Baez <BBaez@PSC.STATE.FL.US>

Sent: Monday, December 02, 2024 2:06 PM

To: Asha Maharaj-Lucas <AMaharaj@psc.state.fl.us>

Subject: FW: Request for oral modification of Item#1 on the 12/3/2024 special agenda conference, Docket No.
20240026-El, Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company

Approved

Sent from my T-Mobile 5G Device

-------- Original message --------

From: Tom Ballinger <TBalling@PSC.STATE.FL.US>

Date: 12/2/24 12:32 PM (GMT-05:00)

To: Braulio Baez <BBaez@PSC.STATE.FL.US>

Cc: Mark Futrell <MFutrell@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Asha Maharaj-Lucas <AMaharaj@psc.state.fl.us>, Kate
Hamrick <KHamrick@psc.state.fl.us>, Gabrielle McLeod <GMcleod@psc.state.fl.us>, Laura King
<LKing@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Marissa Ramos <mramos@psc.state.fl.us>, Phillip Ellis
<PEllis@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Lee Smith <lsmith@psc.state.fl.us>, Andrew Maurey
<AMaurey@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Elisabeth Draper <EDraper@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Adria Harper
<AHarper@psc.state.fl.us>, Keith Hetrick <khetrick@psc.state.fl.us>, Mary Anne Helton
<MHelton@PSC.STATE.FL.US>, Adam Teitzman <ATEITZMA @psc.state.fl.us>

Subject: Request for oral modification of Item#1 on the 12/3/2024 special agenda conference, Docket No.
20240026-EI, Petition for rate increase by Tampa Electric Company




Staff is requesting permission to make the following modifications to the recommendation regarding Item #1 on
the 12/3/2024 special agenda conference. The modifications provide clarification, correct typographical errors,
and do not change the overall staff recommendation.

Issue7, page 29, Table 7-1 should read as follows:

Table 7-1
Differences in Proposed Interim Survivor Curves
Account No. Account Description TECO Proposed FEA Proposed
312 Boiler Plant Equipment 40-L0 60-03
341 Structures & Improvements 50-R3 74-R2
342 Fuel Holders 5-RH:5 50-R0O.5 55-R0.5
345 Prime Movers 50-01 75-01

Issue 7, pages 35 and 36 — Replace Table 7-4 with a legible copy (See Attached)

Issue 8, page 39, Table 8-2 should read as follows:

Table 8-2
Staff Recommended Theoretical Reserve Imbalance (as of 12/31/2024)

Acsousit Category TECO Proposed Staff Recommended Staff Adjustment

% (%) (6]

Production RO RTES (101,756,150) 32,430,855

(134,187.005)

Transmission 586,441 586.441 -

Distribution (62,067,348) (50,220,855) 11,846,492

General 28,747,422 28,747,422 -

Total Depreciable Plant (166,920,489) (122,643,143) 44,277,347

Issue 11, page 50, next to last paragraph should read as follows:

TECO witness Kopp stated that the application of contingency is not only appropriate, but also standard
industry practice; and provided very detailed reasons to support his statement. (TR 1782—1786) He further
testified that for all of those reasons specified, 1898 & Co. personnel “typically recommend and include a 20
percent contingency be added to the direct costs as reasonable and warranted based on the level of risk
associated with the dismantlement projects. Therefore, the 15 percent contingency applied by the Company is
less than our typical recommendation.” (TR 1787)

Issue 55, page 205, conclusion paragraph should read as follows:

Staff recommends approving $28,650,000 in allocated costs and charges from TECO to its affiliate, and a total
of $11,841,973 for allocated costs ($7,263,973) and direct charges ($4,578,000) incurred by TECO from
affiliated companies for the 2025 projected test year, which reflects a reduction of $3,811,027 for the removal
of half of allocated corporatc respon31blllty costs. Staff recommends no changes to the cost allocatlon
methodology. ~butth : : : esHon :

ranspareney.




Please let me know if you approve this request.

Tom Ballinger

Director, Division of Engineering
Florida Public Service Commission
(850) 413-6680 (office)

(850) 766-6659 (cell)
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Issue 7

Table 7-4
Depreciation Parameters and Resulting Depreciation Rates

EXISTING ESTIMATES STAFF RECOMMENDED ESTIMATES
ORIGINAL COST BOOK NET ANNUAL ANNUAL NET ANNUAL ANNUAL
ASO DEPRECIATION ~ SURVIVOR  SALVAGE SALVAGE DEPRECIATION  DEPRECIATION
DECEMBER 31, 2024 RESERVE CURVE PERCENT ACCRUALS RATE CURVE PERCENT ACCRUALS RATE
STEAM PRODUCTION PLANT
BIG BEND POWER PLANT
BIG BEND COMMON
31100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 252,807,168 7160371 VARIOUS @ 320 7SR5 ® 6.365.095 252
31200 BOILER PLANT EQUIPMENT 219,407,809 45,300,158 VARIOUS * (5 460 4010 (12) 8,358,267 a8
31400 TURBOGENERATOR UNITS 20,314,560 (856,157)  VARIOUS * (6 310 45-R1 * @) 1,104,579 390
1500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 43,065 505 19,735,461 VARIOUS * o] 350 50-R1 5" ) 945,080 218
31600 MISCELLANEOUS PONER PLANT EQUIPMENT 26 457 643 11831 645 VARIOUS * @ 130 55-ROS " ) 533905 20
TOTAL BIG BEND COMMON 570,853 304 150,739,482 7 17,307,926 103
BIG BEND UNIT 4
31100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 104,628,976 54,187,413 VARIOUS® @ 190 TSRIS" el 3,653,085 349
31200 BOILER PLANT EQUIPMENT 552,262,972 28,110,144 VARIOUS * b 330 w00° an 29,704,405 538
31400 TURBOGENERATOR UNITS 123,977 662 52223808 VARIOUS 0] 320 45-R1* @ 5,760,047 466
31500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 97,538,411 61,793,600  VARIOUS * (5 290 S0-R15 " - 2728572 280
31600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 5248 564 605093 VARIOUS * @ 180 55-RO5 " &) 158,757 192
TOTAL BIG BEND UNIT 4 885 656,615 392,380,258 106 42,074 866 474
TOTAL BIG BEND POWER PLANT 1,457,509,919 543,119,740 134 59,332,792 407
TOTAL STEAM PRODUCTION PLANT 1,457,509,91% L 119,740 134 59,332,792 407
BIG BEND POWER PLANT
BIG BEND UNIT 1
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 2,200,549 156,810  VARIOUS * 0 66,426 290 50-R3 " 110) 78,624 343
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 3,490,810 1500.040  VARIOUS * (] 96,333 290 50-RD5* (€] 75.258 222
34300 PRIME MOVERS 459,001.278 19,610,395  VARIOUS* 0 13,311,097 290 50-01° ] 16.700.144 364
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 546,961 95858 VARIOUS (] 15,862 290 55-51° ] 15,995 2m
34500 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 08526 245084 Vi > 0 8347 290 w2t €] B85 266
TOTAL BIG BEND UNIT 1 538,124 21,087,198 13,500,605 220 16,878,216 163
BIG BEND UNIT 4
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 3,311,083 1,048,604 VARIOUS * @ 119,199 360 S0-R3* (19 12,025 33
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 5,508,201 216754 VARIOUS * 6] 145,501 260 SO-R0S " @ 249206 445
34300 PRIME MOVERS 23,563,084 10,792,429 VARIOUS * ol 730,456 310 50-01* ) 541,807 i
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 15,256,508 7575498 VARIOUS* 5 427,182 280 55-51° 4 369,157 242
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 510,665 252,057 VARIOUS * @ 14,809 290 512° @ 15965 313
TOTAL BIG BEND UNIT 4 48237 541 19,626,472 T.437.147 208 1.385.160 288
BIG BEND UNIT §
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS - VARIOUS * o - 290 S0-R3" (10 - 220"
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 506,226 (21322)  VARIOUS* ] 14,681 290 50-RO5 " €] 19,124 378
34300 PRIME MOVERS 176,678,691 14301530 VARIOUS * [ 5,123,662 290 50-01° ] 6,100,877 350
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT . . VARIOUS * o - 290 55-51° (4 - 189"
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT - - VARIOUS * o - 290 s12° 3 - 294"
TOTAL BIG BEND UNIT & 177,184,917 14,280,209 5138383 290 6,210,001 350
BIG BEND UNIT 6
341.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS - - VARIOUS * [ - 290 SO-R3 " (19 - 220~
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 528,138 (3843)  VARIOUS * o 15,316 2% S-RDS" €] 19.300 165
]300 PRIME MOVERS 175,430,587 14231833 VARIOUS* (] 5087 456 290 =-01* 3] 6.145.998 3%
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT - - VARIOUS * [ - 290 55-51° [T} - 180"
34500 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT - - VARIOUS * 0 . 290 3512° &) - 294
TOTAL BIG BEND UNIT & 175 858 705 14,227 991 5 102,802 290 6,165 30 150
TOTAL BIG BEND POWER STATION 866,919,288 71,421,868 25,178,917 250 30,641,678 153
POLK POWER STATION
POLK COMMON
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 192,917,190 67,373,353 VARIOUS * @ 5980433 310 S0-R3* (10 5754290 298
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 12,705,608 3274313 VARIOUS " 5] 381,168 300 SO-RDS5* e} 43571 318
34300 PRIME MOVERS 13,916,023 1969286  VARIOUS * (U] 500,977 360 * 4 526,458 178
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS . - VARIOUS * o - 360 BLo* 39 - 763"
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 14,519,008 4521661 VARIOUS " 6] 522,634 360 55.51° @ 413,048 284
600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 1,250,508 6858 VARIOUS * @ 70,532 560 3512° @ 58,857 467
TOTAL POLK COMMON 235,317,337 77,206,969 7,455,754 a7 7,156,625 304
POLK UNIT | GASIFIER
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 53,047,915 2B5TITIR2  VARIOUS * @ 1962773 arn SO-R3* (3] 2,600,784 450
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 248,976,996 152,814023  VARIOUS * &) 10.208,057 410 S0-ROS* [£] 9277733 173
34300 PRIME MOVERS 148,649,197 £3.650.907  VARIOUS 6837.863 460 50-01 5] 5,924,503 39
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 15,006,275 3996254 VARIOUS * U] 604,429 460 &L0° - 1,079,187 715
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 60,548,847 45,710,331 VARIOUS * ) 199,112 330 5551 ] 1,535,629 254
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 6,316,782 3116967 VARIOUS * @ 265,305 420 3512 (£ 333,396 528
TOTAL POLK UNIT | GASIFIER 532,636,013 322,664.325 21,966,539 ‘1z 20,751,632 290
POLK UNIT 2
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 230215 1331857 VARIOUS " @ 60,896 260 SO-R3 (10 2846 226
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 2,365,633 630923 VARIOUS 5 0,722 4% SO-ROS " 6] T2.797 108
34300 PRIME MOVERS 28,974,176 9221430 VARIOUS * o) 1419735 490 001 @ 834045 109
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 7,088,119 1558312 VARIOUS * U] 7,318 490 BLO* -] 518,644 732
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 19,207,796 11226500 VARIOUS * (5 653,065 340 5551 ° ) 370,589 193
MG00 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 173210 139,897 VARIOUS @ 2045 170 5120 @ 2604 150
TOTAL POLK UNIT 2 60,151,095 24,168,919 2585681 430 1971725 ar8
POLK UNIT 2
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 10,708,677 6000060  VARIOUS @ a6 260 50-R3* (10) 243411 227
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 1514895 645004 VARIOUS * &) 48477 320 S0-ROS " @ 3748 256
34300 PRIME MOVERS 22,249,524 21819630 VARIOUS * 1,160,983 360 5001 o 509,560 158
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 6,150,760 1613264 VARIOUS " [l a7 360 Lot <) 37045 580
3500 ACCESSCRY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 9,125,741 5945160  VARIOUS * (] M6.778 180 55-51° [} 151.781 166
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 432,010 283697 VARIOUS * @ 9524 220 B2t @ 10,560 244
TOTAL POLK UNIT 3 60,182,507 36,307, 805 2,065,615 343 1,311,706 218
POLK UNIT 4
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 5818841 2412967 VARIOUS * @ 157109 270 so-R3* e 159,639 274
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 2,369,199 219613 VARIOUS * el CE 280 S0-ROS " €] 2,059 188
JMI00 PRIME MOVERS 21,726,818 TITB258  VARIOUS " @ 1,021,160 470 001+ L] 851,719 300
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 6,688,260 101,306 VARIOUS * m 314348 470 &L0° » 508,588 760
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 5,586,747 3437915 VARIOUS * 5 139,689 250 55-81° “ 97,708 175
34600 MISCELLANEQUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT - - VARIOUS * @ . 360 B2 @ - 204
TOTAL POLK UNIT 4 42,189,665 14,502,128 1,698,624 403 1,509,691 158
POLK UNIT 5
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 5748795 2423768 VARIOUS * @ 155217 270 S0-R3 (o 156,245 n
200 FUEL MOLDERS 2.750.831 a el 102,114 an 50-ROS5° &) .45 313
34300 PRIME MOVERS LEXY-% Y 2 m 992,137 500 001 “ 626237 318
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 5,380,612 . m 269,031 500 &L0* E aren 795
500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 5471617 & 142,262 260 55.51° @ 93,367 17
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT @ 360 W12 3 204
TOTAL POLK UNIT 5 39,203,602 660.761 424 1389968 185
POLK UNIT §
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 13374554 @ 347,738 260 (9 01,802 203
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 218,762,618 [t] 6.5.879 300 &} 7313112 37
34300 PRIME MOVERS 226,870,880 m 7,032,997 310 e 7.905.482 343
34110 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS. - - VARICUS * [u] - 310 E-) - 763
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 18,338,505 4565339 VARIOUS * &) 550,158 100 @ 557.007 304
346,00 MISCELLANECUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 141,626 VARIOUS * @ 4249 300 €] 5253 37
TOTAL POLK UNIT & 475,488,274 101,776,150 304 16,172.746 140
TOTAL POLK POWER STATION 1,445,168,694 500,204,591 51,871,035 359 50,203,493 247
BAYSIDE POWER STATION
BAYSIDE COMMON
341.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 107,128,094 27808472 VARIOUS @ 3642355 340 50-R3* ] 35625% a7
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 45 562,572 3913560  VARIOUS® =] 1,366,677 300 50-ROS * @ 1,902,025 426
HI00 PRIME MOVERS 31,004,701 7585820 VARICUS m 1,706,909 550 001" “ 1,145,189 369
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 20,83 256 6785650 VARIOUS * o 1,586,106 550 &10° k] 2131208 739

<35
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EXISTING ESTIMATES STAFF DED ESTIMATES
ORIGINAL COST BOOK NET ANNUAL ANNUAL NET ANNUAL
AS OF DEPRECIATION ~ SURMIVOR  SALVAGE  DEPRECIATION  DEPRECUATION | SURVIVOR  SALVAGE DEPRECIATION  DEPRECIATION
OECEMBER 31, 2024 RESERVE CURVE PERCENT ACCRUALS RATE CURVE PERCENT ACCRUALS RATE
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 29,466,323 14,150,248 VARIOUS * (5 972,389 330 (4 T23.770 246
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 11,303 633 5408948 VARIOUS * @ 452,145 400 B2t £ 360 564 326
TOTAL BAYSIDE COMMON 253333618 65 652 757 726,781 384 10,273,841 4068
BAYSIDE UNIT 1
341.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 21,251,285 9610255  VARIOUS " ] 763,046 360 SO-R3" (10) 1,040,526 490
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 92,211,219 38522972 VARIOUS * 6] 3,683,449 400 SC-RO5 ¢ €] 4330322 4T
M3I00 PRIME MOVERS 201,291,115 BAZ2E74  VARIOUS * ] 1227875 610 s3-01° (4 8966544 a3
4310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 56,011,118 13964111 VARIOUS * 0] 3416678 610 &L0° » 4326.054 2
500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 39,456,426 AWBL  VARIOUS * E] 1.613.123 410 =510 (4 1325924 3%
600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 1175705 ST343 VARIOUS @ 37623 320 s12° ] 50,474 429
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT 1 411,406, 858 780,383,266 21,804.677 530 20,048,844 a8r
BAYSIDE UNIT 2
341.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 27,131,136 14,552,665  VARIOUS * @ 943,500 350 50-R3* (10) 1,151,475 424
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 142,497,135 42388030 VARIOUS * 6] 5.557.388 390 50-R05* [E) 7,086,535 560
34300 PRIME MOVERS 252,930,409 113,013,487 VARIOUS * (G 15,682,243 620 50-01 " (9 11,662,268 461
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 71,747,582 VARIOUS * U] 4,448,351 620 &Lo* 3 5,875,906 8.19
24500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 45,204,446 VARIOUS * 6] 1,853,382 410 551" ] 1618192 358
G600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 1,455 552 VARIOUS * @ _ 4a0s 330 m2e ] 0212 414
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT 2 540,975 310 212818619 25.534,989 528 28,354,556 a4
BAYSIDE UNIT 3
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 656343 TSA71  VARIOUS * @ 2972 350 SO-R3 " (19) 27,844 424
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 394,543 1279927 VARIOUS * 5 126,087 320 S0-ROS* e 127,294 I
]300 PRIME MOVERS 15,671,413 9341506V : m 452014 310 -0 " 4 16212 212
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 2955 7747 VARIOUS * (4] 2 310 BL0° £ 1,148 500
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 14,153,816 6496955  VARIOUS * 5 382,153 270 55-51° (4 363528 257
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 205 487 VARIOUS * @ 340 »12° &) 26 287
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT 3 34,645,981 17,201,883 1023979 296 856,052 247
BAYSIDE UNIT 4
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 242,334 (73.139)  VARIOUS " @ 12,359 510 S0-R3" (10) 14661 605
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 3372331 1418335 VARIOUS * 5 107,915 320 SO-ROS* €] 4,839 281
34300 PRIME MOVERS 15,850,671 9507763 VARIOUS* ] 507,221 320 50-01° 4 23330 204
M3 10 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS Q50 13633 VARIOUS " @ 1,383 320 &Lo* » 2477 511
M500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 4163.998 2059320 VARIOUS * 5 16732 280 55-51° ) 101,265 243
34600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 505 487 VARIOUS * @ 31 340 L &) 2 287
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT 4 23,677,629 13,016,608 745621 315 536,208 226
BAYSIDE UNIT 5
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 793,114 (27,676)  VARIOUS * @ 440 50-R3* (10 38,532 486
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 2.279.060 834227 VARIOUS (5 330 50-RO5 (&) 69,477 305
MI00 PRIME MOVERS 15,100.733 8264764 VARIOUS " Iyl 340 5001 * ) 349,735 23
34310 PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 3746424 2,152,192 VARIOUS * [l 340 &Lo* » 41,088 110
M500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 10,366,138 GEUEITE  VARIOUS * (5 270 s5-81° 0 182915 176
4600 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT ECUIPMENT - . VARIOUS * @ 190 E (& 294
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT & 32314 463 17,920,483 319 681,747 2n
BAYSIDE UNIT &
34100 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 26523 BU5088  VARIOUS * @ 82343 3w 50-R3* (3] 95,189 a2
34200 FUEL HOLDERS 1,545,428 640223 VARIOUS* el a0 S0-RDS " €] 3912 284
34300 PRIME MOVERS 17,513,069 11503619 VARIOUS * (4] 270 5001 " @ 315,318 180
34310 ' PRIME MOVERS - CONTRACTUAL SERVICE AGREEMENTS 11562 4307 VARIOUS " @ 270 8L0° » 509 440
500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 14,326,608 7178379 VARIOUS * (&) 260 5551 ] 344701 241
346,00 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 11.73% 5600 VARIOUS * @ 220 ELER &) 364 310
TOTAL BAYSIDE UNIT 6 36,064,635 20,027,505 281 800,993 222
TOTAL BAYSIDE POWER STATION 1,332,418,710 527,021,142 479 61,552,361 482
TOTAL OTHER PRODUCTION PLANT 1,644,506,692 1,188,737,602 187 142397,532 a1
SOLAR SITES
341.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 349,630,579 51,744,510 %50 (] 290 53 o 11,000,647 28
34300 PRIME MOVERS 1.110,482.450 97,011,381 35-50 (] 290 53 ] 31,790,184 286
500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 267.298.628 35,783,835 50 0 290 583 o 7.570.791 283
34800 ENERGY STORAGE EQUIPMENT 29513811 4,476,523 1050 (] 1000 053 o 1372664 465
TOTAL SOLAR SITES 1,796,925,568 189,016,259 290 51,743,288 288
DC MICRO GRID
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS . - 0-50 0 . 333 35-83 o - 286"
3300 PRIME MOVERS 929,495 56,028 0-5Q 0 30,952 EEE] 3553 o 26,604 289
4500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT - - 20-5Q 0 - 333 3553 ] - 286"
300 ENERGY STORAGE EQUIPMENT 9135 1773 10-5Q 0 913 1000 2053 ] 20 460
TOTAL DC MICRO GRID 338818 57,798 31,865 290 27,304 291
MACDLL AR FORCE BASE
341,00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS = . wa wa - na 50-R3° (L] - 220"
300 FUEL HOLDERS - - wa wa - na S0-RO5* €] - 206
34300 PRIME MOVERS - - na na - na s0-01° “ - 208"
34500 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT . P wa wa s wa 55817 ) - 169
34500 MISCELLANEOUS POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT . - wa wa . na w2 &) - 294
34800 ENERGY STORAGE EQUIPMENT - - wa wa - wa 2053* o - 500
TOTAL MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE - S =
[ TOTAL PRODUCTION PLANT 6,899,830,808 1,920,831,398 243,799,685 150 253,500,914 267
TRANSMISSION
35001 LAND RIGHTS 12,162,254 5,088,908 75-5Q [ 158,109 130 7584 (10) 187,802 154
35100 ENERGY STORAGE ECUIPMENT - - 1050 (] - 1000 10-83 a - Hroe 50
35200 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 76.177.081 16,085 642 €0-RY (&) 1371187 180 60-R3 %) 1,650,724 7
35300 STATICN EQUIPMENT 454634881 97,470,849 4550 5 10911237 240 4550 [&] 10,713,107 23
35400 TOWERS AND FIXTURES 5.092.081 5281270 S5-RS 15 142.578 280 S5-R4 {5 8540 120
35500 POLES AND FIXTURES 504,990,557 132,990,187 S0-R2 (40) 14129737 280 S0-R1 (50 14,415,875 285
35600 AND DEVICES 187,307 468 30,104,135 55-R2 (40) 5431917 290 S5-R2 (50} 5,600,738 299
35601 CLEARING RIGHTS-OF-WAY 2110610 1797133 S0-L4 ] 3770 160 55-Ra 0 4. 102
357,00 UNDERGROUND CONDUIT 4,322,861 1,844,686 60-RS 0 73489 170 60-R4. 0 78,622 182
358,00 UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES 12,346,787 3,956,270 S0-RS 0 333363 270 50-R4 20 345,692 280
35000 ROADS AND TRAILS 19,965 710 326395 65-50 ] 319451 160 65Ra (10) 35433 177
TOTAL TRANSMISSION 1,279,110311 297,854,028 32,914838 257 BAITT2 261
DIESTREUTION
361.00 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 33,964 616 9,867,022 &0-R3 [E] 511363 180 BRI (40) 875,138 258
36200 STATICN EQUIPMENT 323,608,732 9,668,418 45-R1 10y 6090218 250 R 20) 8915715 276
36300 ENERGY STORAGE EQUIPMENT - - 10-50 - 1000 10-53 o - b 500
36400 POLES. TOWERS AND FIXTURES 475,405,745 180,542,111 0”1 150) 17.520.013 370 sR2S [te)] 25.258.548 53
36500 OVERHEAD CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES 200,431,672 153,457,026 45-R1 20 6,389,503 220 SOR1S 30 6.764,399 EE]
366,00 UNDERGROUND CONDUIT 441,958,093 96,115,688 60-R3 (5 7513288 170 BO-Ra L] 7,800,303 176
367.00 UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES 742.409.241 6671000 45RIS (5 17,075,413 2% 40-R1S (15 21,823,703 294
36800 LINE TRANSFORMERS 995,139,376 367,078,001 055 (20) aa781.272 as0 .52 20) 28,008,250 a2
36900 SERVICES - OVERHEAD 84,774,891 66,604,199 45-R3 (20} 1610723 190 45R3 (30) 1,960,162 234
36902 SERVICES - UNDERGROUND 152,864,831 74,859,129 45-R3 110) 3515891 230 45R3 (20) 4036419 264
37000 METERS - ANALOG AND AMR 16,761,082 5,346,434 20-R2 (30) 1,482,126 790 20-R2 30) 1,369,998 730
370.01 METERS - AMI 115,201,620 7.017,7% 15-R2 (30) 10022541 870 15-R2 30 12,423,352 07
370.10 EV CHARGERS 724733 632,788 10-5Q o 724734 1000 -] ] 728,585 1008
37300 STREET LIGHTING AND SIGNAL SYSTEMS 358.101.235 127,676,497 0L (19 10,866835 280 71 (10 14,168,317 365
37302 STREET LIGHTING AND SIGNAL SYSTEMS - LS2 1922396 51,455 0L (19) 535270 280 71 (10 783658 408
TOTAL DISTRIBUTION 4 089,082,702 1,206,536,561 130,812,150 320 145,921,547 as7
39000 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 156,199,344 51,544,695 60-R2 “ 2,606,791 1.40 60-R2 (10 3,169,485 170
39202 LIGHT TRUCKS - ENERGY DELIVERY 32,079,048 7.702.221 13-54 15 2,408,920 750 RIS 20 2236673 697
39203 HEAVY TRUCKS - ENERGY DELIVERY 76,555,650 26,234,266 17-85 10 3,980,594 520 1612 0 3,192,482 a7
39212 LIGHT TRUCKS - ENERGY 5UPPLY 5,328,561 2,181,642 12-R3 15 610 RIS 20 302,062 567
39213 HEAVY TRUCKS - ENERGY SUPPLY 1,055,855 271,361 25-55 10 480 1612 20 63632 603
307.25 COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT- FIBER 44307 245 27514234 20-R4 ) 200 %52 &} 1,276,077 287
TOTAL GENERAL PLANT 815712 117,538,418 208 10,240371 296
TOTAL DISTRIBUTION 5713818725 1,621,969,208 174,333,385 .08 189,507,690 232
TOTAL DEPRECIABLE PLANT 12.613.699.533 3.542.900,608 418.183.570 332 443,098,604 351

* CURVE SHOWN IS INTERIM SURVIVOR CURVE. LIFE SPAN METHOD IS USED.
** CALCULATED DEPRECIATION RATE TO BE APPLIED TO FUTURE INSTALLED PLANT IN-SERVICE
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