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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DUKE
	ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC. (nOS. 1-13)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Please refer to witness Borsch’s Direct Testimony, page 9, lines 11 - 14; witness Borsch’s Direct Testimony filed in Docket No. 20180149-EI; and DEF’s Ten Year Site Plan filed April 1, 2019 (2019 TYSP), for the following questions.
	a. Please identify the entity or entities that developed DEF’s CO2 allowance price projections.
	b. Please describe DEF’s CO2 price forecast methodology used to derive the CO2 price forecasts in the instant docket. For approximately how long has DEF used this same or very similar methodology?
	c. Please identify any differences between the CO2 emission price forecasts used in Docket No. 20180149-EI and the company’s latest CO2 price projection used in development of DEF’s 2019 TYSP and the instant docket.
	d. Referring to witness Borsch’s Direct Testimony, page 9, lines 13 - 14, please explain how DEF’s CO2 price projections are consistent with the goal of 40% reduction in CO2 emissions by 2030.
	e. To date, has DEF incurred any costs related to emissions of CO2? If yes, please provide details as well as the method of cost recovery. If not, when will be the first year that DEF contends that it may be assessed costs for emitting CO2?

	2. Please refer to witness Borsch’s Exhibit BMHB-4 for the following questions.
	a. Please identify the sources and dates of all environmental compliance costs related to forecasts DEF used in developing its CPVRR analysis of the proposed three solar projects.
	b. Please provide a detailed explanation of the sensitivity analysis DEF performed, if any, regarding forecasted market prices for CO2 in testing the robustness of the projected cost savings.
	c. Has DEF considered the compliance costs associated with other air emissions, such as SO2 and NOx, in its Cost Effectiveness Analysis of its proposed three solar projects? If yes, please discuss DEF’s SO2 and NOx price forecast methodology and ident...

	Please refer to the Direct Testimony of DEF witness Benjamin M. H. Borsch, Page 8, lines 13-23, through page 9, lines 1-10 and Exhibits (BMHB-2) and (BMHB-3).
	3. Please explain how the Company develops its forecasts of Net Energy for Load, Summer Net Firm Demand, and Winter Net Firm Demand.
	4. If any of the Company’s load-related models are disaggregated, please detail how DEF achieved its final results (i.e. summation of models, etc.).
	5. Please identify the software package(s) used in developing the Company’s Model(s) filed in this proceeding.
	6.  Does DEF review the accuracy of its previous load and demand forecasts by comparing the actual data for a given year to the data forecasted three, four,  and five years prior?
	a. If the response is affirmative, please explain the method used in such review and
	provide the results of such review for each forecast using the Company’s Ten-Year Site Plans filed with the Florida Public Service Commission (Commission) from 2011 to 2015 with supporting workpapers in MS Excel format.
	b. If the response is negative, please explain why DEF does not perform such a review.

	7. Please identify the source(s) and date(s) of DEF’s fuel price forecast presented in (BMHB-3).
	8. Please identify the date, if known, of DEF’s next/updated fuel price forecast that will be used for Company/business planning purposes.
	9. Please discuss DEF’s fuel price forecasting methodology. Please also remark on the approximate the length of time DEF has employed this same or very similar fuel price forecasting methodology for business planning purposes.
	10. Has DEF compared the mid-fuel price forecast shown on Exhibit (BMHB-3) to any other publically available source of forecasted fuel prices, such as the Energy Information Administration (EIA)? If so, please discuss the results of any analysis perfo...
	11. Please refer to the Direct Testimony of DEF witness Borsch, Exhibit (BMHB-4).
	a. Please fully explain how the Company developed the $227 million projected value of fuel savings (Mid Fuel Prices) presented in this Exhibit.
	b. Please elaborate on the sensitivity analyses DEF performed with regard to forecasted fuel prices in testing the robustness of the projected cost savings.

	12. Please provide the percent error in DEF’s delivered natural gas price forecasts 3 to 5 years out using data which supported DEF’s 2011 through 2015 Ten Year Site Plans, per the following tables. Please provide an explanation for any forecast error...
	13. Please provide the percent error in DEF’s delivered coal price forecasts 3 to 5 years out using data which supported DEF’s 2011 through 2015 Ten Year Site Plans, per the following tables. Please provide an explanation for any forecast error rate i...
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