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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 1-25)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. The following interrogatories refer to the Direct Testimony of Florida Power & Light (FPL) Witness Thomas L. Hartman.
	a. Please provide FPL’s commodity, transportation, and delivered fuel price forecasts (exclusive of hedging) for both coal and natural gas used in support of FPL’s CBAS petition.
	b. Please provide the following information related to FPL’s fuel price forecast:
	i. The Model Assumptions (rationale for variable selection and model specification).
	ii. The Regression Equation(s).
	iii. The Input Data Sets (if monthly – please specify ending month).
	iv. The Input Data Sources.
	v. The Model Output (variable coefficients, all statistical analyses).
	vi. The Forecast Data Sets (monthly – specify starting month).
	vii. Any Out of Model Adjustments and associated rationale for each such adjustment and source of adjustment.  If the adjustment is calculated, please show the calculations.
	viii. Please identify the sources and dates of the input data.

	2. Please provide the most recent five years of monthly commodity, transportation, and delivered prices for both coal and natural gas in terms (nominal or real) consistent with Interrogatory No. 1.
	3. Please identify the sources and dates of FPL’s fuel price forecast (short term & long term) used in support of its CBAS petition.
	4. Please identify the sources and dates of FPL’s next fuel price forecasts (short term and long term).
	5. What is the name and date of each previous FPSC filing containing FPL’s fuel price forecasts referenced in Witness Hartman’s testimony, Page 10?
	6. Please refer to page 11, lines 3 – 5, of witness T. Hartman’s testimony.  For each environmental scenario (low, base and high) of the CPVRR sensitivity analysis, please provide the following:
	a. The forecast, for the period 2015 through 2024, of the total emission costs embedded in your sensitivity analysis.
	b. The forecast (2015 through 2024) of emission costs for each type of the emission, respectively, if more than one type of air emission (e.g.: CO2, SOx, NOx, Hg, etc.) were considered in your analysis.
	c. Please provide a detailed description of the methodology used to arrive at estimated future emissions costs discussed in questions a. and b. above.

	7. Referring to page 10, lines 20 – 22, of witness T. Hartman’s testimony:
	a. Please explain how the Base Case forecast of emissions costs was developed.
	b. Please specify all the assumptions and data sources FPL used in developing its Base Case forecast of emissions costs.
	c. Please explain how, and if any of, the potential impacts of the Environmental Protection Agency’s proposed “Clean Power Plan” and Section 111(d) of the federal Clean Air Act were taken into consideration in FPL’s development of its Base Case forecast of emissions costs.
	d. Please identify all the consultants FPL relied upon in developing its Base Case forecast of emissions costs, and explain the role each consultant played in developing the forecast.
	e. Please identify each of the filings (i.e. document number, description, date, docket number) FPL has submitted to the Commission which contain the identical, or similar (please specify), forecast of emissions costs?

	8. Please identify all the air emission monitors and controls with which the Cedar Bay coal-fired facility is currently equipped
	9. Please identify the following which are required to ensure the Cedar Bay facility in compliance with all the existing environmental rules and regulations:
	a. The air emission monitors and controls needed to be installed and the associated total capital costs.
	b. The estimated annual O&M costs for operating the equipment discussed in question 4a. for the period of 2015 – 2024.

	10. Please provide the following for the emissions of SO2, NOx, Hg, and CO2:
	a. Cedar Bay facility’s emission profile in 2014.
	b. FPL’s system-wide emission profile with and without the Cedar Bay facility for the period 2015 – 2024.

	11. Referring to page 8 of witness T. Hartman’s testimony:
	a. Please discuss the witness’ statement (lines 9 – 11) in detail and explain how his conclusion (line 12) was reached.
	b. Please complete the table below pertaining to the Cedar Bay facility.

	12. Please discuss the reliability impact to FPL’s system of acquiring and retiring the Cedar Bay Facility at the end of 2016, specifically with regard to FPL’s reserve margin and whether it accelerates the company’s need for additional generating capacity.
	13. Please provide the percent of FPL’s system net energy for load that the Cedar Bay would be anticipated to generate for the period 2015 through 2024 at a 50% capacity factor and at a 5% capacity factor, assuming the unit is not retired at the end of 2016.
	14. Please provide a history of the annual dispatch and availability for the Cedar Bay Facility for the years 2005 through 2014, and the partial year dispatch and availability for 2015.
	15. Please provide a history of the payments to the Cedar Bay Facility under the PPA, broken down by category (fixed capacity, bonus capacity, O&M, energy), for the years 2005 through 2014.
	16. Please refer to Witness Hartman’s Direct Testimony, Page 10, Lines 5 through 12.  Please discuss the costs associated with the steam sales agreements.
	17. Regarding the sale of steam from the Cedar Bay Facility:
	a. Please provide the annual revenue and cost associated with meeting the steam sales agreements under FPL’s scenario of retiring the Facility at the end of 2016.
	b. Please provide the annual revenue and cost associated with meeting the steam sales agreements if FPL does not retire the Facility, but continues to operate it through the 2024 timeframe.
	c. Does FPL face any penalties or other liabilities if it retires the Cedar Bay Facility at the end of 2016 under the steam sales agreement?
	d. If FPL were to operate the unit past the 2024 expiration of the PPA, would FPL still be required to deliver steam under the agreement?

	18. Please refer to Witness Hartman’s Direct Testimony, Page 8, Lines 8 through 14.  Please discuss the EPA’s Clean Power Plan and its potential impacts to coal-fired generation.  As part of this discussion, please address whether coal-fired units in Florida, such as the Cedar Bay Facility, would be required to retire during the 2015 through 2024 timeframe.
	19. Please refer to Exhibit TLH-4.  Please provide an annual breakdown of the line FPL System Impact, including annual values for incremental system fuel costs, start-up costs, variable O&M, environmental compliance costs, and short-term purchases.
	20. Please refer to Exhibit TLH-4.  Please provide a version of this Exhibit for each of the cost-effectiveness results, using the base case for fuel and environmental costs, of the following delay of approval scenarios:
	a. One month closing delay (September 30, 2015)
	b. Two month closing delay (October 30, 2015)
	c. Three month closing delay (November 31, 2015)
	d. Four month closing delay (December 31, 2015)

	21. Please provide the estimated annual nominal bill impact for a residential customer (for both 1,000 kWh/month and 1200 kWh/month usage) for the period 2015 through 2024.
	22. Please discuss whether FERC or another federal agency’s approval is necessary to complete the proposed purchase of the Cedar Bay Facility.  Please detail the timeline for these approvals and any potential barriers to approval.
	23. Please discuss how the Cedear Bay Facility handles coal ash disposal.  Please detail facilities, if any, used for long term storage of coal ash, and whether FPL would be subject to any penalties or liabilities relating to coal ash in long-term storage facilities.
	24. Please discuss any pending state or federal environmental rules that may influence the continued operation of the Cedar Bay Facility through the 2024 end of the PPA.  Please discuss whether these pending rules could require a curtailment or early retirement of the unit.
	25. Please refer to Witness Ousdahl’s Direct Testimony on Page 6, Lines 1 through 8.  Please provide detail into how the estimate of the dismantlement cost was determined.
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