FILED 2/5/2019
DOCUMENT NO. 00626-2019
FPSC - COMMISSION CLERK

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Petition for a limited proceeding to || DOCKET NO. 20180149-El
approve first solar base rate adjustment, by

Duke Energy Florida, LLC.

DATED: February 5, 2019

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that STAFF’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES to
DUKE ENERGY, FLORIDA LLC (NOS. 41-50) has been served by electronic mail to Matthew
R. Bernier, 106 E. College Ave., Suite 800, Tallahassee, Florida 32301 and that a true copy has

been furnished to the following by electronic mail this 5th day of February 5, 2019:

Dianne Triplett James W. Brew

Duke Energy Laura Wynn

299 First Avenue North PCS Phosphate- White Springs

St. Petersburg, FL 33701 1025 Thomas Jefferson Street, NW
Dianne.triplett@duke-energy.com Washington, DC 20007

ibrew@smxblaw.com
law@smxblaw.com

Jon Moyle Jr. J. Kelly

Moyle Law Firm, P.A. Charles Rehwinkel

118 N. Gadsden St. Office of Public Counsel
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1599 111 W Madison St. Room 812
jmoyle@moylelaw.com Tallahassee, FL 32399-6588

kelly.jr@leq.state.fl.us
rehwinkel.charles@Ileq.state.fl.us

/s/ Johana Nieves
JOHANA NIEVES
Attorney, Office of the General Counsel

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

(850) 413-6199

jnieves@psc.state.fl.us
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	sTAFF’S second SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DUKE
	ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC (nOS. 41-50)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	41.  Please refer to DEF’s response to Staff Interrogatory No. 4. Please highlight the specific language in Paragraph 15(a) of DEF’s 2017 Second Revised and Restated Stipulation and Settlement Agreement (Settlement) that contemplates that “. . . the c...
	42. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s testimony Page 3, Lines 21 - 23.
	a. Please explain if all projects were reviewed independently or linked?
	b. Please explain if Hamilton and Columbia were acquired together.

	43. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s testimony Page 6, Line 21 through Page 7, Line 4. Please state if DEF conducted a competitive RFP process for Engineering, Procurement and Construction (EPC). If not, why not?
	44. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s testimony Page 8, Lines 11 - 22.
	a. Please explain how DEF determined its selection was most cost-effective?
	b. Please state if DEF conducted a Request for Proposals (RFP) process for its solar projects. If not, please explain why not.
	c. Please state the number of bids, if any, that DEF received from third parties for solar projects.

	45. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s testimony Page 9, Lines 1 – 9.
	a. Please provide the details of the “first round screening criteria.”
	b. Please detail how many, if any, of the “non-binding indicative proposals” were greater than 74.9 MW.
	c. Please detail how many, if any, “shortlist of proposals” considered were greater than 74.9 MW.

	46. Please refer to DEF witness Stout’s testimony Page 9, Lines 10 – 23. Please state if these sites were only available to be bought together or separately.
	a. If separate, what economic analysis was performed to make this determination?

	47. Please refer to the cost breakdown for Development and Permitting for the Columbia County project as stated for witness Stout’s Exhibit MGS-4, specifically:
	a. Please provide the parcel(s) information for the land being leased for the project.
	b. Please provide the cost of permitting for the site.
	c. Please provide the yearly cost of land lease per year.
	d. Please provide the construction cost, labor and materials, for the project.
	e. Please provide the cost of development Fees.
	f. Please provide the cost of title insurance.
	g. Please provide the cost of legal fees during construction.

	48. Please provide the cost breakdown for Development and Permitting for the Hamilton County project as stated for witness Stout’s Exhibit MGS-4, specifically:
	a. Please provide the parcel(s) information for the land being leased for the project.
	b. Please provide the cost of permitting for the site.
	c. Please provide the yearly cost of land lease per year.
	d. Please provide the construction cost, labor and materials, for the project.
	e. Please provide the cost of development fees.
	f. Please provide the cost of title insurance.
	g. Please provide the cost of legal fees during construction.

	49. Please refer to DEF’s response to Staff’s Second Request for Production of Documents, No. 5, Excel file FA17_SALES_C_COM.xlsx, tab “Coef”. In this tab, a model specification is detailed which shows commercial sales described as a function of mStru...
	a. Please provide all econometric output produced from this estimation in the same fashion as DEF’s response to Staff’s Second Request for Production of Documents No. 5.
	b. Discuss the merits of modeling commercial sales following the specification proposed in No. 1, relative to DEF’s model, based on the econometric output in both cases.
	c. Discuss specifically how the inclusion or exclusion of a constant term affects model forecasts and statistical output.
	d. Discuss specifically how the inclusion or exclusion of an AR(2) term affects model forecasts and statistical output.

	50. Please refer to DEF’s response to Staff’s Second Request for Production of Documents, No. 5. Please see the provided Excel file FA17_SALES_C_COM.xlsx, tab “Mstat” which contains details pertaining to DEF’s commercial sales model.
	a. Please detail how the ItronND software calculates the Ljung-Box test statistic and comment on how many lags are considered in this calculation.
	b. Please comment on how the amount of lags specified in the Ljung-Box test affects the test statistic and p-value of the test.
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