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	STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC ( Nos. 4 - 26)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	4. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony, Page 7, Lines 14 – 18. Have local governments pre-registered for their full allocation of capacity in the Clean Energy Connection (CEC) Program? If not, how much remains unregistered?
	5. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony, Page 8, Table A.
	a. Provide a revised table with the most up-to-date information available.
	b. Explain if there have been any changes to the pre-registration program, and if so, detail all changes that have been made to the pre-registration program.

	6. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony, Page 23, Line 23 through Page 24, Line 7, and DEF witness Foster’s direct testimony, Exhibit TGF-1.
	a. Provide the annual and cumulative values of the administrative costs over the life of the Clean Energy Connection Program (in nominal and net present value) as a whole and for each of the following categories: Labor, IT Expenses, Marketing and NAR ...
	b. Provide the salary, responsibilities and duties of each employee included in the administration costs.

	7. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s direct testimony, Page 3, Lines 14 – 19. Please explain if there are sites being considered for both the DEF SoBRA and the CEC Program. If so, explain the process used to determine which site will be utilized for...
	8. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s direct testimony, Page 12, Line 17 through Page 14, Line 15.
	a. Provide an update to whether DEF has selected any site(s) for the CEC projects. If so, please identify the site(s).
	b. Please explain what opportunity, if any, there is for true-up of actual project costs compared to the estimates presented within the petition.
	c. If actual costs exceed those included in its petition, explain how DEF would seek recovery of those costs and what effects it would have on participants and non-participants. As part of your explanation, discus whether program changes would occur t...
	d. If actual costs are below those included in its petition, explain what actions DEF would take and what effects it would have on participants and non-participants. As part of your explanation, discuss whether program changes would occur to participa...

	9. Please refer to DEF witness Borsch’s direct testimony, Exhibit BMHB-4 and LULAC witness Rabago’s direct testimony, Exhibit KKR-5.
	a. Please explain whether the projected unit analysis includes the Utility’s planned solar projects associated with the Solar Base Rate Adjustment mechanism included in DEF’s 2017 Settlement Agreement. If not, explain why not.
	b. Please explain any differences between Schedule 8 of DEF’s 2020 Ten-Year Site Plan and the revised No CEC Resource Plan.

	10. Please refer to DEF witness Borsch’s direct testimony, Exhibit BMHB-4
	a. Provide the estimated seasonal net firm peak demand, total available capacity and reserve margin for each year of the proposed project life, for each resource plan, with and without the CEC projects. As part of your response, complete the table bel...
	b. Provide the annual change in each season’s total capacity available caused by unit additions, retirements, and uprates/derates. Identify both the unit(s) and megawatts associated with each, for each year of the proposed project life, for each resou...

	11. Please refer to DEF witness Borsch’s direct testimony, Exhibit BMHB-3 and BMHB-5.  Provide the annual and cumulative revenue requirements (in nominal and net present value) over the life of the proposed CEC projects for each resource plan (“Base C...
	a. Low Fuel Scenario
	b. Mid Fuel Scenario
	c. High Fuel Scenario

	12. Please refer to DEF witness Foster’s direct testimony, Exhibit TGF-1. Provide the annual and cumulative net system savings, CEC program administrative costs, subscription fees, bill credits, and remaining net system savings  (in nominal and net pr...
	a. Low Fuel Scenario
	b. Mid Fuel Scenario
	c. High Fuel Scenario

	13. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony Page 18, Lines 10 – 12 and Staff Interrogatory No. 11. Provide the estimated monthly residential bill impact (1,000 kWh/mo usage) of the CEC projects for each of the scenarios listed below, excl...
	a. Low Fuel Scenario
	b. Mid Fuel Scenario
	c. High Fuel Scenario

	14. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony Page 18, Lines 10 – 12 and Staff Interrogatory No. 12. Provide the estimated monthly residential bill impact (1,000 kWh/mo usage) of the CEC projects for each of the scenarios listed below, incl...
	a. Low Fuel Scenario
	b. Mid Fuel Scenario
	c. High Fuel Scenario

	15. Please refer to DEF’s Petition, Exhibit A, Stipulation Paragraph 3.
	a. Please explain if, prior to the Stipulation, DEF considered solar storage facilities as firm capacity in resource planning.
	b. Please explain if DEF has avoided or deferred any traditional generating units with solar additions prior to this proceeding. If so, please provide a list of the dockets in which this occurred and explain the circumstances, the solar addition MW, a...
	c. Please explain if counterparties will assist DEF in resource selection. If so, please describe in which ways DEF will consider counterparties input.

	16. Please refer to DEF’s Petition, Exhibit A, Stipulation Paragraph 4.
	a. Does DEF plan to share the collected information with the FPSC? If so, when? If not, why not?
	b. What are DEF’s current sources of data regarding economic, operational benefits and costs of customer owned solar PV generation?
	c. Please confirm that the abbreviation “NM” refers to Net Metering. If not, please explain what the abbreviation NM stands for.

	17. Please refer to DEF’s Petition, Exhibit A, Stipulation Paragraphs 5 – 8.
	a. Please refer to Paragraph 5. Please explain if the proposed competitive solicitation process differs from DEF’s current approach towards solar generation construction and acquisition. If so, please detail the differences.
	b. Please refer to Paragraphs 5(a) and (b). Please verify if the values referred to are binding in any way on DEF.
	c. Please refer to Paragraph 6. Please explain if the proposed considerations for project acquisition differs from DEF’s current approach towards solar generation acquisitions. If so, please detail the differences.
	d. Please refer to Paragraph 7. Please explain if the proposed evaluation process differs from DEF’s current approach towards solar generation construction and acquisition. If so, please detail the differences.
	e. Please refer to Paragraph 8. Please explain if the proposed consideration of third party developments/acquisitions differs from DEF’s current approach towards solar generation construction and acquisition. If so, please detail the differences.
	f. Please refer to Paragraph 8(b). Please explain if solar purchase power agreements would be eligible for similar treatment under the terms of this stipulation. If not, why not?

	18. Please refer to DEF’s Petition, Exhibit A, Stipulation Paragraph 9.
	a. Please explain why the add-on program would be limited to only large CEC participants. As a part of this explanation, please explain why either smaller CEC or non-CEC participants could not participate.
	b. If DEF’s analysis shows that the program is not in the public interest, will the results of the analysis be presented to the FPSC? If so, when? If not, why not?
	c. Does DEF plan to seek recovery of this add-on program? If so, under what mechanism(s) would the Company seek recovery?

	19. Please refer to DEF witness Huber’s direct testimony, Page 19, Lines 7 – 8. Does DEF intend to couple any of the planned CEC projects with storage?
	a. If yes, please explain how the performance of the storage technology would impact CEC participants as well as the general body of ratepayers.
	b. If yes, could adding storage effectively increase the capacity of the program?

	For questions 20 - 25, please refer to the DEF’s Petition, Exhibit A, Stipulation, Paragraph 9.
	20. Does DEF intend to seek cost recovery for conducting this study? If yes, in what manner?
	a. Please provide an estimated cost to conduct this study.

	21. Please explain if this add-on program would be implemented through a new tariff offering. If not, please explain why.
	22. Please explain if customer participation would be limited to CEC participants. If yes, please explain why.
	23. Please explain if the storage technologies would be customer or utility owned.
	24. Please explain if DEF would allow the storage technologies to be coupled to the grid and able to deliver power to the Utility.
	25. Please explain if DEF would limit the capacity and/or operation of the storage technology.
	26. Please explain if customers would be eligible to receive bills credits or incentives for these storage technologies. If yes, please explain what type of incentives DEF would offer?

	CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE



