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	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Please refer to page 41, lines 7 through 24 and page 42, lines 1 through 9. Witness Schultz compared FPL’s contractors to another contractor used by a different utility to determine excessive rates. Was the other contractor:
	a. Used under the same situation (e.g., winter snow versus tornado or Hurricane Nate versus Tropical Storm Emily)?
	b. Performing the same tasks (e.g., customer call center operator versus staging site manager)?
	c. Utilized in the same area? If no, how were the areas different?
	d. Utilized during the same time frame (days/months/years)?

	2. Please refer to page 42, lines 13 through 21. Witness Schultz compared FPL’s contractors to each other. Were the contractors:
	a. Used under the same situation (e.g., winter snow versus tornedo or Hurricane Nate versus Tropical Storm Emily)?
	b. Performing the same tasks (e.g., customer call center operator versus staging site manager)?
	c. Utilized in the same area? If no, how were the areas different?
	d. Utilized during the same time frame (days/months/years)

	3. Please refer to page 43, lines 4 through 7. Please describe the “other type of restoration work” that witness Schultz refers to in his direct testimony.
	4. Please refer page 43, lines 13 through 24.
	a. Were the “actual” travel times recorded on the documentation that witness Schultz reviewed?
	b. Is it witness Schultz’ testimony that having contractors standing-by on September 9 and September 10 is “excessive”? If so, please explain why it is considered excessive.

	5. Please refer to page 44, line 9 through 24 and page 45, lines 1 through 24. Please explain how witness Schultz “estimated the reasonable travel times” that were used in his analysis.
	6. Please refer to page 50, lines 10 through 11. Please explain how FPL delayed vendors. (i.e., what did the vendors note on their daily time sheets?)
	7. Please refer to pages 51 through 53. Witness Schultz testifies about finding multiple invoices from one contractor and that it appears the invoices were being updated/corrected. Did FPL include all the invoices, including the ones that were updated...
	8. Please refer to page 54, lines 16 through 23. How many vendors did FPL utilize during Hurricane Irma that performed storm restoration work and normal, year-round line work for FPL?
	9. Please refer to pages 56 through 59. Witness Schultz testifies about individuals included on the Weekly Report and not on the Daily Report. Did the Daily Reports have a total cost? If so, did the total cost on the Daily Reports match the total cost...
	10. Please refer to page 65, lines 6 through 9.
	a. Does witness Schultz know if a corresponding Lodging expense was part of FPL’s Logistics costs for the days and times the contractors were paid for sleeping in their truck?
	b. Does witness Schultz know why these contractors were sleeping in their truck instead of sleeping in a hotel room?

	11. Please refer to page 82, lines 11 through 17. Witness Schultz testified that a Nuclear accrual is a “pronouncement for the accrual of contingencies” and that a “contingency is an estimate of cost.” Are all the accruals (distribution and Nuclear) i...
	12. Please refer to Exhibit No. HWS-2, Schedule C, page 3 of 6. Please explain what the column titled “Period” represents.
	Line Clearing Costs
	13. Please refer to page 84, lines 6 through 21. Please indicate whether or not the summaries by invoice received from FPL in response to Citizen’s Production of Documents No. 7 were for storm restoration costs. If not, please explain how this was det...
	14. Please refer to page 85, lines 1 through 9. Please provide the number of invoices listed in the Excel spreadsheet, and the number of actual invoices received from FPL in response to Citizen’s Production of Documents No. 7.
	Vehicle & Fuel Costs
	15. Please refer to page 86, lines 21 through 25, and page 87, lines 1 through 19. Please provide the total number of occurrences in which FPL reimbursed vendors for fuel during mobilization/demobilization.
	Logistics Costs
	16. Please refer to page 90, lines 21 through 24 and page 91, lines 1 through 3.
	a. Is it witness Schultz’s testimony that FPL should have, during the hurricane preparedness and restoration time, taken the time to compare contractor’s per diem rates with the contract to provide meals?
	b. Did witness Schultz verify on the contractors invoices that per diem was not paid when FPL provided meals? If so, what were the results?

	17. Please refer to page 92, lines 9 through 20. For the invoices and vendor in question, did witness Schultz verify that both invoices were paid by FPL?
	18. Please refer to page 93, lines 1 through 8. Please explain in detail witness Schultz’s recommended adjustment of $26,041,487 to FPL’s logistics costs.
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