


Liberty:

3. Footnote 2 references a planned residential development named the Liberty residential
subdivision.

A.

On what date did the developer of the Liberty residential subdivision request service
from FPL?

. Will construction activities be required in order for FPL to serve the Liberty

subdivision? If so, please describe the facilities that are planned for serving the
Liberty subdivision, including whether such facilities are planned (or sized) in a
manner to support future growth, or additional loads.

Are the facilities that are planned for serving the Liberty residential subdivision
currently under construction now (as of the date FPL prepares this response)? Provide
a schedule for past, current, future electric facility installations by FPL to serve this
subdivision, identifying assets and installation dates.

4. Provide a detailed map that clearly shows the proposed and existing electric facilities,
roadways, and Liberty residential subdivision, with symbols key that defines facilities
and differentiates between in-ground and planned facilities.

Parkbrook:

5. Please refer to paragraph 10 of FPL’s filing dated June 23, 2025, which states, in part,
that Existing Facilities are 880 feet from the Point of Delivery to the Subdivision.

A.

On May 28, 2024 (the date FPL asserts it received a request for service), please
clarify whether the facilities at the Point of Delivery a) were in-place, operational,
and energized facilities, or b) were planned facilities (not in-place, operational, or
energized).

. Has FPL entered into a written and/or oral agreement to provide service to Parkbrook

residential subdivision? If so, please provide such written agreement or, if an oral
agreement, please summarize the details which were agreed.

. Does FPL believe it was legally obligated to provide service to Parkbrook residential

subdivision based on the May 28, 2024 service request from Garden Street
Communities SE? Please explain.

What is the approximate cost to construct the line extension 880 feet from the Point
of Delivery to the Subdivision? Refer to Order No. PSC-01-0891A-PAA-EU,
Amendatory Order, Attachment A, Section 1.1, Cost of Service. Based on this
reference, please provide the cost analysis that FPL developed to serve the Customer
in the instant case, and also specify the date such analysis was prepared.



E. Are the facilities that are planned for serving the Parkbrook residential subdivision
currently under construction now (as of the date FPL prepares this response)? Provide
a schedule for past, current, future electric facility installations by FPL to serve this
subdivision, identifying assets and installation dates.

6. As of June 3, 2025, please describe what electric distribution facilities, if any, FPL has
placed in efforts to serve the Parkbrook residential subdivision. Describe whether such
facilities are aerial or buried, or a mix of aerial and buried, the kilovolt rating, and
whether such facilities are single-phase or three-phase. If applicable, state the degree to
which construction activities have been completed (stated as linear feet of electric
distribution line, or as a percentage between 0 and 100 percent), and the approximate
dollar value of the facilities described above (materials and labor), as of June 3, 2025.

7. Provide a detailed map that clearly shows the proposed and existing electric facilities,
roadways, and Parkbrook residential subdivision that FPL proposes to serve, with a
symbols key that defines facilities and differentiates between in-ground and planned
facilities. Identify on the map the location of the Point of Delivery referenced in
Paragraph 10 of FPL’s response to GCEC’s petition.

8. Provide a map that shows the proposed and existing FPL and GCEC electric facilities for
both the Parkbrook and Liberty residential subdivisions, including facilities that may be
connect such developments, with symbols key that denotes facilities types and
differentiates between in-ground and planned facilities (to the extent known for GCEC).

Territorial Agreement:

9. Please refer to paragraph 11 of FPL’s filing dated June 23, 2025 to answer the following:

A. FPL states, in part, that “In addition, it is important to note that territorial agreements
are not required to be lines-on-the-ground boundaries.” Paragraph 12 of GCEC’s
filing dated June 3, 2025, references that the agreement FPL inherited with GCEC
when it merged with Gulf was ‘“vastly different than FPL’s other territorial
agreements.” Does FPL believe it is more economical to follow the current
arrangement that features complex analytics with distance-to-load criteria rather than
have lines-on-the-ground boundaries (at least partially) with GCEC? Please explain
your response.

B. How many active territorial agreements in Florida does FPL have that feature “lines
on the ground boundaries”? How many active territorial agreements in Florida does
FPL have that feature the complex analytics similar to the GCEC agreement?

C. Aside from economic reasons discussed in response to sub-part 9.A. above, please
identify any unique circumstances between GCEC and FPL that support or justify the
use of the current arrangement, instead of an agreement with lines-on-the-ground
boundaries?






