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	STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 160 THROUGH 198)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	160. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 5, lines 15 through 17, and page 14, lines 10 through 13. Please explain how “all customers” receive $139 million in benefits, when the general body of ratepayers (including participants) rec...
	161. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 7, liens 13 through 15, which states “After filing its petition for approval of FPL SolarTogether in March of this year, FPL began initial marketing of the Program to all customers.” Please r...
	162. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 8, lines 19 through 22. Please provide whether all ratepayers receive sustainability and economic benefits from solar facilities that are built in the traditional regulatory framework or thro...
	163. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 9, 17 through 20. Please provide a comparison of risks to participants and non-participants for the program.
	164. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 10, lines 7 through 8. Please explain whether there would be a risk, in the event of new phases provide greater benefits, of older phases being abandoned by participants. As part of your expl...
	165. Please refer to witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 10, lines 16 through 18. Please explain if the term “actual system savings” means that customers will receive variable savings based upon actual changes in system savings over time. If not, p...
	166. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 12, lines 4 through 5. Please provide dates for these discussions, along with a list of attendees, customers, and method of communication (in-person, telephonic).
	167. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 12, lines 7 through 10. Given that the payback period for net metering customers varies with actual costs, please explain why benefits are fixed for the SolarTogether Program.
	168. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 14, lines 13 through 15. Please explain why FPL made the determination to allocate 20 percent of the expected total CPVRR benefit to the general body of ratepayers. As part of this response, ...
	169. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 14, lines 19 through 20. Please explain why FPL elected to use a fixed sharing percentage as a safeguard versus using a non-fixed Subscription Credit?
	170. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 15, lines 1-6.
	a. Please explain why FPL identifies timing and cost of new generation additions to be a variable customer economic benefit.
	b. As part of your explanation, please explain why FPL does not list this benefit with the net benefits to ratepayers in determining the Subscription Credit.
	c. Given that the net savings for Avoided Generation Savings is built into the Subscription Charge calculation, please state whether FPL would increase or decrease the Subscription Charge to reflect changes in Avoided Generation Savings? If not, why not?
	171. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 20, lines 10 through 11. If achieving customer sustainability and renewable energy goals is essential to the SolarTogether Program, please explain why the retirement of Renewable Energy Credi...
	172. Please refer to Witness Valle’s direct testimony, page 22, lines 15 through 19. Please provide a timeline of the outreach conducted. As part of this response, please identify attendees from the educational webinars.
	173. Please refer to Witness Brannen’s direct testimony, page 10, lines 7 through 20. Has FPL issued an RFP for Solar Energy and/or Capacity in a similar quantity? If so, please provide the date and explain which responses, if any, were selected. If n...
	174. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Nos. 4 through 23, which states in part: “The site selection for individual FPL SolarTogether Projects is preliminary and subject to be changed in favor of a site currently a...
	a. Please explain how the Commission can determine the prudency of a project for which the site has not yet been selected.
	b. Please provide the list of potential future project sites and capacities noted in FPL’s response, including their economic data.
	c. Describe the types of factors or risks that could adversely impact the timing of the commercial operation date of the Project Sites.
	d. Was each Project Site acquired specifically for the SolarTogether Program?

	175. Please explain the process FPL uses to determine the AC/DC ratio for each project site. As part of your response, provide the necessary ratio to account for losses from the inverter, and if the final ratio selected is higher than this, explain wh...
	176. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 138. Please provide a list of Orders and corresponding docket names and numbers where the Commission has made an advanced prudency determination.
	177. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 150. Please provide the amount of savings estimated as compared to the next most cost-effective alternative for the Company’s last five Power Plant Siting Act requests wi...
	178. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 150. Please provide a list of projects, including Orders approving, docket names and numbers, for which FPL’s proposed generation or other investment was only cost-effect...
	179. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 99(a). Please provide the amount of demand-side management demand and energy savings estimated for the Company’s last five Power Plant Siting Act requests, along with the...
	180. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 99.
	a. Please reconcile the usage of the 2019 Ten-Year Site Plan, which contains the proposed conservation goals, as the starting point for the SolarTogether resource plan with the exclusion of DSM in the SolarTogether cost-effectiveness analysis.
	b. Please explain why the analysis for 99(b) does not include incremental DSM outside of 2030.

	181. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Nos. 79. For each Plan (SolarTogether and No ST), please provide the following (in electronic Excel format):
	a. An estimate of annual customer bills for a residential non-participating customer using 1,000 kWh/mo (in nominal and real values) excluding the proposed SolarTogether Charges and Credits and the difference between the plans.
	b. An estimate of annual customer bills for a residential non-participating customer using 1,000 kWh/mo (in nominal and real values) including the proposed SolarTogether Charges and Credits and the difference between the plans.

	182. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Nos. 110 and 141. Please explain the difference between the 30 year payback identified in ROG No. 110(b) and the 18-20 year simple payback identified in ROG No. 141.
	183. Please complete the table below for 2018 energy consumption by customer class.
	184. Please complete the table below regarding the location of SolarTogether Program project sites and preregistered SolarTogether Program customers. Provide for each county the total number of FPL customers, the total number of preregistered SolarTog...
	185. Please explain how FPL intends to report generation from the SolarTogether Projects in its Ten-Year Site Plan and other reporting to the Commission or advertising if participants are claiming the renewable attributes of the energy. As part of you...
	186. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 125. Please identify each commercial, governmental, and industrial customer listed by preregistration number.
	187. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 56. Explain whether FPL seeks local permitting for sites that will be evaluated through the Power Plant Siting Act. If so, why? If not, why not?
	188. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 52. Please provide a comparison of the community solar programs that FPL reviewed to FPL’s proposed SolarTogether Rider. At a minimum, please compare the participant char...
	189. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 151.
	a. Does the SolarTogether Program provide a preference to customers who cannot afford rooftop solar?
	b. Does the SolarTogether Program provide a preference to customers who cannot access rooftop solar?
	c. Does FPL believe that the desire to lower energy bills is a universal desire of all of FPL’s customers?
	d. Can customers achieve their greenhouse gas emission and sustainability goals through self-service renewable generation, the purchase of renewable generation, the purchase of renewable energy credits, or a combination of these items?
	e. Please describe how each of the proposed SolarTogether Project sites are in areas where customers live and do business every day.

	190. Please develop revised versions of the SolarTogether Plan and No ST Plan resource plans including the company’s proposed demand-side management (DSM) goals from Docket No. 20190015-EG, additional incremental DSM after the end of the goals period....
	a. Please provide the resource plans for each of the Plans discussed. As part of this response, please provide annual reserve margin data similar to Schedule 7 of the Ten-Year Site Plan, and for each unit identified in the resource plans please provid...
	b. Please complete the table below for each scenario for each sensitivity, and the difference between them. Provide the annual revenue requirement of each plan by category. Provide a version of this table in nominal and present value dollars for each ...
	c. Complete the table below for each scenario for each sensitivity. Provide the annual and total value for the net system savings between the Plans, the total SolarTogether Charges, the SolarTogether Credits, and the remaining net system benefits to t...
	d. For each plan, please provide an estimate of annual customer bills for a non-participating residential customer using 1,000 kWh/mo (in nominal and real values) excluding the proposed SolarTogether Charges and Credits.
	e. For each plan, please provide an estimate of annual customer bills for a non-participating residential customer using 1,000 kWh/mo (in nominal and real values) including the proposed SolarTogether Charges and Credits.

	191. If the SolarTogether Program and tariff are not approved, is FPL claiming that the No SolarTogether Plan is the next best least cost alternative? If not, please explain why not.
	192. Does the Company’s proposed SolarTogether Program represent the least cost plan to serve the general body of ratepayers? If not, please explain why not.
	193. Does the Company’s 2019 Ten-Year Site Plan represent the least cost plan to serve the general body of ratepayers?  If not, why not?
	194. Please provide the levelized system average electric rate for the SolarTogether Program (including the impact of the SolarTogether Charges and Credits), the No ST Plan, and the 2019 Ten-Year Site Plan for the period 2020 through 2051. As part of ...
	195. Please refer to FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 99(b)(ii). For the No ST Plan, please answer the following questions regarding the resource plan.
	a. For 2020, explain the inclusion of 300 MW of batteries that results in excess capacity above FPL’s 20 percent reserve margin requirement of 108 MW. As part of this response, explain whether FPL considered a potential short term PPA or other resourc...
	b. For 2021, explain the inclusion of 300 MW of batteries that results in excess capacity above FPL’s 20 percent reserve margin requirement of 168 MW. As part of this response, explain whether FPL considered a potential short term PPA or other resourc...
	c. For 2022, explain the inclusion of a 704 MW Greenfield CT Unit that results in excess capacity above FPL’s 20 percent reserve margin requirement of 724 MW. As part of this response, explain whether FPL considered a potential short term PPA or other...
	d. For 2024, explain the inclusion of a 1,886 MW Greenfield CC Unit that results in excess capacity above FPL’s 20 percent reserve margin requirement of 1,796 MW. As part of this response, explain whether FPL considered a potential short term PPA or o...

	196. Please refer to FPL’s responses to Staff’s First Set of Interrogatories, No. 99(b)(ii). Please explain why the Filler Units selected are approximately half the prior Greenfield CC Units, and provide the economic resource data requested in the ori...
	197. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory 106.
	a. Provide the total gas transportation expenses annually for the period 2020 through 2051 for both the No ST Plan and the SolarTogether Plan.
	b. Provide the peak summer gas use, in mmcf/day, for the period 2020 through 2051 for both the No ST Plan and the SolarTogether Plan.
	c. Explain how gas transportation expenses were calculated for this docket. As part of this discussion, provide whether there is a minimum purchase amount or long-term contracts are required for firm gas capacity.
	d. Explain why, if the SolarTogether Plan avoids an incremental firm gas transport of 105 mmcf/day, there are no additional incremental firm gas transportation expenses after 2029, when the annual need exceeds 107 mmcf/day above current firm gas capac...

	198. Please refer to FPL’s response to Staff’s Interrogatories, No. 75 and 99.
	a. Please explain how batteries were modeled as a resource option and what assumptions were made for unit dispatch and/or savings, such as the efficiency of the battery storage.
	b. Provide the assumed annual benefits from the batteries installed for the period 2020 through 2051, in nominal and net present value.
	c. Provide the annual fixed cost and, if any, variable costs, associated with each of the batteries for the period 2020 through 2051, by category (capital, O&M, VO&M), in nominal and net present value.
	d. Explain the long term capital replenishment value provided for each battery, including how it was calculated and how it effects the fixed costs.
	e. Explain how each of the projected unit financial data figures for the batteries were determined, including the 40 year book life, total installed cost, etc.
	f. Explain the selection of batteries over traditional peaking units such as a natural gas-fired combustion turbines. As part of this discussion, provide a levelized cost of electricity analysis comparing a similarly sized combustion turbine and a bat...
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