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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 1-9)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	The following questions refer to the testimony of Terry J. Keith filed on April 1, 2015, in Docket No. 150007-EI.
	1. On page 13, witness Keith testifies that FPL became aware of a limited window of opportunity to make use of low salinity water with the next opportunity not available until June 2015 at the earliest. Please explain what the limiting factors are with respect to FPL’s window of opportunity to make use of low salinity water.   
	2. On page 10, witness Keith testifies that the variance for Project 33 is “primarily due to baghouse overhaul costs that were not included in the 2014 projection.” Was the overhaul of the baghouse previously planned? If no, what caused the need for the overhaul?
	3. On pages 10-11, witness Keith testifies that the variance for Project 35 is primarily due to an increase in monthly charges to clean nano-scale filters and the inadvertent exclusion of annual fees for activated carbon. How much of the total variance ($9,389) was associated with the increase in monthly charges to clean nano-scale filters?
	4. On page 11, witness Keith testifies that the variance for Project 38 was partially due to a reduction in staffing.  Is the reduction in staff permanent?
	5. On page 12, witness Keith states:
	a. Please provide a description of the potential measures, that FPL could include in its Salinity Management Plan, identified in the Final Administrative Order.
	b. Is FPL currently in compliance with the Final Administrative Order?
	c. If no, when does FPL anticipate being in compliance with the Final Administrative Order?

	6. On page 13, witness Keith testifies that storm water is an exceptionally cost-effective means of salinity reduction. Did FPL perform an economic analysis evaluating the use of storm water as a means of salinity reduction? 
	a. If yes, please provide the results of FPL’s economic analysis. 
	b. If no, please explain why not.   

	7. On page 13, witness Keith testifies that equipment failures associated with Project 45 were covered under warranty. How much would equipment failures, which occurred during 2014, cost if the failures weren’t under warranty?
	8. On page 15, witness Keith testifies that the variance for Project 50 is primarily due to FPL’s portion of the cost of studies conducted by Georgia Power Company. Please explain how FPL’s portion of the costs was determined.
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