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	Staff's First Set of Interrogatories to
	Duke Energy Florida, LLC. (Nos. 1-13)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness P. Gary Dean Form 4 A, Exhibit No. (GPD -1), page 4.
	a. Please explain the variance of 172.1% for Feeder Hardening – Distribution.
	b. Please explain the variance of 141.4% for Feeder Hardening – Wood pole replacement & Inspection.
	c. Please explain the variance of 61.2% for Lateral Hardening – O/H.
	d. Please explain the variance of 75.3% for Self-Optimizing Grid – SOG.
	e. Please explain the variance of 63.6% for Structure Hardening - Trans - Tower Upgrades.
	f. Please explain the variance of 100% for Structure Hardening - Trans – GOAB.
	g. Please explain the variance of 669.2% for Underground O&M Programs.

	2. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness P. Gary Dean Form 6 A, Exhibit No. (GPD-1), page 32.
	a. Please explain the variance of 100% for Structure Hardening - Trans - GOAB – Distribution.
	b. Please explain the variance of 63.5% for Substation Flood Mitigation.
	c. Please explain the variance of 24.3% for underground – Distribution - UG - Flood Mitigation.

	3. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert McCabe page 4, lines 1-14. For the Company’s distribution feeder hardening projects that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain why DEF completed more miles (199) than initially planned (172).
	b. Please explain why DEF completed 205 circuits versus the 124 initially planned?
	c. How does only 27 miles of more feeder hardening result in 81 more distribution circuits experiencing activity?
	d. How many of the 205 circuits with project activity in 2025 were fully completed?
	e. Please explain what led to the discrepancy between the projected 3,319 rejected poles and the actual 781 replacements.
	f. Does DEF plan on updating its forecasting models to improve the accuracy of future estimates and forecasting assumptions? If so, how?

	4. Refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert McCabe page 4, lines 19-23, and page 5, lines 1-15. For the Company’s distribution lateral hardening projects that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain how 18 additional miles of overhead lateral hardening includes 91 additional circuits?
	b. Please identify how many of the 202 circuits with overhead lateral work were fully completed versus partially completed in 2025.
	c. Please provide the number of circuits and miles that were incomplete.
	d. Please explain the variance in circuits per mile between planned underground conversion (56 miles on 66 circuits) and actual completed work (134 circuits on 27 miles).
	e. Please identify the total miles of undergrounding work that were substantially complete but not classified as complete due to administrative or work order closure requirements.
	f. Please explain the lateral hardening capital spend variance of $24M.
	g. Please describe an adapter kit and how it was determined to be impractical.
	h. What does DEF plan on doing with the unused adaptor kits?
	i. How does DEF plan on updating its projection models to improve the accuracy of future estimates and forecasting assumptions?

	5. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert McCabe page 5, lines 20-23, and page 6, lines 1-12. For the Company’s self-optimizing grid (SOG) projects that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please quantify how much of the 142-unit variance is attributable solely to in-service timing versus delays in construction.
	b. Please explain the variance between miles of planned (61 miles) and completed (45 miles) capacity and connectivity work.
	c. Please provide the expected completion timeline for the remaining 16 miles.
	d. Please explain the SOG capital investment variance of $0.7M.
	e. Please explain how the carryover of 2025 work will impact 2026 planned installations and budget.

	6. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert McCabe page 6, lines 17-23, page 7, lines 1-3. For the Company’s underground flood mitigation program that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain how additional circuits (6) necessitated fewer underground flood mitigation installations (42).
	b. Please explain the variance between completed (100) and planned installations (42).
	c. Please provide how many of the remaining 42 planned installations were initiated but not completed in 2025.
	d. Please provide the number of installations for which transformers were already upgraded to stainless steel 304L grade prior to 2025.
	e. Please explain the underground flood mitigation capital investment variance of $0.7M.

	7. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert McCabe page 7, lines 8-23, page 8, lines 1-3. For the Company’s distribution vegetation management program that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please define what DEF means by having “materially met” its 2025 scope commitment.
	b. Please explain why capital expenditures increased to $4.0M compared to the projected $2.3M.
	c. Please explain how DEF maintained O&M expenditures at $48.4M, slightly below the forecast of $49.0M, despite increased hazard tree activity.
	d. Did DEF experience a record amount of storm surge?
	e. Please describe any changes to forecasting assumptions for hazard tree volumes and storm-related effects for future years.

	8. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert Brong page 4, lines 10-16. For the Company’s transmission substation flood mitigation program that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Does DEF plan on completing the same amount of work in 2026 despite spending $462k less on engineering, labor, and materials in 2025? Please explain the factors that resulted in lower-than-expected engineering, labor, and material requirements for ...
	b. Does DEF plan on updating its projection models to improve the accuracy of future estimates and forecasting assumptions?

	9. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert Brong page 4, lines 18-23, and page 5, lines 1-13. For the Company’s transmission substation hardening program that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain how internal resources were utilized to reduce costs.
	b. Please explain how coordinating project execution  with co-located  projects reduces costs.
	c. Please explain how not requiring a transmission line bypass facility or a mobile substation reduces costs.

	10. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert Brong page 6, lines 20-22, and page 7, lines 1-8. For the Company’s transmission overhead ground wire (OHGW) subprogram that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain how DEF selected the additional 4 miles of OHGW upgrades for completion during this period.
	b. Were these miles a part of DEF’s previously approved SPP?

	11. Please refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert Brong page 7, lines 13-18. For the Company’s transmission GOAB automation subprogram that were in progress in 2025, please explain whether DEF expects similar cost savings in future ...
	12. Refer to the April 1, 2026 testimony of Witness E. Robert Brong page 8, lines 1-9. For the Company’s transmission structure inspections subprogram that were in progress in 2025, please provide:
	a. Please explain how DEF was able to complete 349 additional inspections while spending less in O&M costs.
	b. Is DEF switching from a 4-year cycle to an 8-year cycle?

	13. Please fill out the following table with the project costs that are recovered through base rates and amounts that are recovered through the SPP Cost Recovery Clause for each of the respective SPP programs for the year 2025.
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