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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSION (NOS. 1-41)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	Fuel and Emission Forecasts
	1. Please refer to the Direct Testimony of OUC witness Bradley E. Kushner, dated April 12, 2019, page 8, lines 19-22, through end of page 11.
	a. Please identify all sources and dates of OUC’s fuel price forecast used in developing its study of projected energy costs.
	b. Please identify the date, if known, of OUC’s next/updated fuel price forecast that will be used for Utility/business planning purposes.
	c. Please list any other formal proceedings in which OUC has filed and/or utilized the exact same fuel price forecast referenced in Witness Kushner’s testimony.
	d. Please discuss OUC’s fuel forecast methodology. Please also state the approximate length of time OUC has employed this same or very similar fuel forecasting methodology for Utility planning purposes.
	e. Please provide a detailed explanation describing the sensitivity analyses OUC performed with regard to forecasted fuel prices. Please also explain why the 25 percent, plus or minus (high and low), sensitivity levels were chosen.

	2. Please provide the percent error in OUC’s delivered natural gas price forecasts 3 to 5 years out, using data which supported OUC’s 2011 through 2015 Ten Year Site Plans, per the following tables. Please provide an explanation for any forecast error...
	3. Please confirm that OUC utilized the exact same CO2, price forecast as Duke Energy Florida and Florida Power & Light in conducting its study of conservation potential as required by Commission Order No. PSC-2019-0062-PCO-EG (Appendix B, No. 6).0F
	8. If OUC exclusively considered the payback period methodology when evaluating free ridership, please explain why other methods were not considered in the analysis (e.g. customer surveys, historical trends, etc.).
	11. What discount rate did OUC use in the Rate Impact Measure (RIM), Participant’s, and Total Resource Cost (TRC) Tests during the measure Economic/Achievable potential evaluation phase of its proposed goals for the residential and commercial classes?
	a. Please describe how OUC developed the discount rate.

	12. Please refer to PSC Form CE 1.2 (in the Commission’s Cost Effectiveness Manual for Demand Side Management Programs) for the following questions:
	a. How does OUC calculate the Total Participating Customers in Column (2)?
	b. How does OUC calculate the Adjusted Participating Customers in Column (3)?
	c. What factors influence the decision to exclude customers in Column (3) that are included in Column (2)?

	14. Regarding the calculation of benefits to participants, please respond to the following questions:
	a. Please describe how OUC estimated/developed bill reductions and incentives for participants.
	Historic FEECA Activities
	16. Please provide OUC’s annual expenditures for DSM programs, the bill impact for a residential customer (1,000 kilowatt-hour/month) of DSM programs, the typical bill for a residential customer (1,000 kWh/month), and the percent of the total bill ded...
	17. Please refer to witness Kushner’s Direct testimony, page 7, line 13, through page 8, line 3. Please identify the following information for OUC’s filings in the 2014 FEECA goal setting proceeding and for OUC’s filings in the current docket. For eac...
	a. The avoided generating unit(s) used for cost-effectiveness evaluations, including  associated technical and cost information, such as the unit’s capacity, projected in-service date, capital cost, and O&M estimates.

	Technical Potential
	18. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7. Please identify each of the unique measures not considered in the Technical Potential analysis that were included in OUC’s 2014 Technical Potential study, and explain the reason for exclusion of ...
	Economic and Achievable Potential Methodology
	22. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Direct testimony, page 5, lines 6-9.
	a. Please identify each screening step within the evaluation process at which point measures could be removed from consideration, and list the measures eliminated by each step.

	23. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, page 61.
	a. Please describe the methodology used to determine measure administrative costs (all program costs excluding incentives) used in cost-effectiveness evaluations.

	Avoided Cost
	Technical Values
	25. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, pages 42-52. Please identify the values of the following factors included in the determination of demand savings, and explain how OUC developed each of the factors. If the value varies between me...
	a. Summer, Winter, and Annual Loss of Load Probabilities
	b. Forced Outage Rate

	Economic Values
	Technical Potential Results
	27. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, Appendix A. For each of the unique measures considered in the Technical Potential analysis, please identify the estimated reduction (or increase) in summer peak demand, winter peak demand, and an...
	28. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7. Please identify the changes between OUC’s last Technical Potential Study and its current Technical Potential analysis by demand/energy savings and by customer class. As part of this response, ple...
	Economic and Achievable Potential Results
	29. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, pages 49-69. For each of the unique measures considered in the Economic Potential and Achievable Potential screenings by cost-effectiveness test, please identify the following information: custom...
	30. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, pages 49-69. For each passing measure for the Economic Potential and the Achievable Potential screenings by each cost-effectiveness test, please provide the estimated benefits and costs (in nomin...
	32. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, pages 33-48. Please identify the unique measures considered in OUC’s Technical Potential analysis that are components of OUC’s existing Demand-Side Management Plans and the status of these measur...
	33. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Direct testimony, page 5, lines 6-9. For all measures combined in the Economic Potential and Achievable Potential for each cost-effectiveness test, please identify and quantify the estimated benefits and costs (in...
	34. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Direct testimony, page 5, lines 6-9. For all measures combined in the Economic Potential and Achievable Potential for each cost-effectiveness test, provide an estimate of the annual system net firm summer peak dem...
	Economic Potential Sensitivities
	35. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Direct testimony, page 5, lines 6-9. Please refer to the sensitivities conducted on the company’s Economic Potential for each cost-effectiveness test and the base case for the Achievable Potential.
	a. Would a reasonable method of converting these values from Economic Potential to Achievable Potential be to apply the ratio between the base Economic Potential and base Achievable Potential?  If no, why not?
	b. Would a percent modifier be appropriate to apply to the method described in Interrogatory 35a., and, if yes, what should that modifier be?

	36. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, page 51. For each Economic Potential sensitivity, how many unique measures are there that, when compared to the base case Economic Potentials for each cost-effectiveness test, change from failing...
	37. Please refer to witness Herndon’s Exhibit No. JH-7, page 51. Please identify the unique measures, that when compared to the base case Economic Potential for each cost-effectiveness test, change from failing to passing, or passing to failing, for e...
	Customer Bill Impacts
	Existing DSM programs
	39. Please refer to witness Noonan’s Direct testimony, page 8, lines 11-15. Please list any existing DSM programs OUC intends to continue, and the associated savings for the period 2020 through 2029. As part of this response, please complete the table...
	40. Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Nexant witness Jim Herndon, page 17, line 15, through page 20, line 17.
	a. For any base OUC-provided fuel price forecast, did Nexant adjust any values or did it utilize the exact values provided by OUC in any analysis of the Economic Potential (EP) of efficiency measures? Please explain.
	b. For any OUC-provided fuel price forecast sensitivity, did Nexant adjust any values or did it utilize the exact values provided by OUC in any analysis of the EP of efficiency measures? Please explain.
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