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STATEMENT OF BASIC POSITION

Tampa Electric Company’s Statement of Basic Position

In Order No. PSC-2022-0386-FOF-EI, issued

November 10, 2022 in

Docket No. 20220048-El, the Florida Public Service Commission (“Commission”)

found that Tampa Electric Company’'s (“Tampa Electric’) 2022-2031 Storm

Protection Plan (2022 SPP”) is in the public interest and approved that plan with

one modification — elimination of the company’s existing Transmission Access

Enhancement Program as of December 31, 2022.

In Order No. PSC-2025-0219-FOF-EI, issued June 19, 2025, in Docket

No. 20250016-El, the Commission found that Tampa Electric’s 2026-2035 Storm

Protection Plan (“2025 SPP”) is in the public interest, and approved that plan with




one modification to its proposed Distribution Lateral Undergrounding Program.
The modification set an annual mileage target of 75 miles of underground
conversion per year.

The Commission is currently scheduled to conduct a hearing regarding the
Storm Protection Cost Recovery Clause on November 4, 2025, to review and
approve the proposed cost recovery factors to be used for the January 2026
through December 2026 period.

The Commission should determine that Tampa Electric has properly
calculated its Storm Protection Plan cost recovery true-up and projections and
the Storm Protection Plan cost recovery factors set forth in the testimony and
exhibits of Tampa Electric withess A. Sloan Lewis during the period January
2026 through December 2026. These calculations were performed in accordance
with the requirements of Section 366.96, Florida Statutes, and Rule 25-6.031,
Florida Administrative Code. No party has challenged or made any other
recommended adjustments to the company’s calculations. The company’s true-
up, projections, and factors should accordingly be approved. The Commission
should also find that Tampa Electric’s actual 2024 Storm Protection Plan costs
were prudently incurred. No party has challenged the prudence of Tampa
Electric’s actual incurred costs or made any recommended adjustments to any of

the projects or costs included in the 2024 final true-up.



E. STATEMENT OF ISSUES AND POSITIONS

GENERIC STORM PROTECTION PLAN COST RECOVERY ISSUES

ISSUE 1A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 1B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 1C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 1D:

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
FPL’s final 2024 prudently incurred costs and final true-up revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?
No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
TECO’s final 2024 prudently incurred costs and final true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?

The Commission should approve final Storm Protection Plan Cost
Recovery Clause prudently incurred jurisdictional revenue
requirements of $83,300,493 and a jurisdictional cost recovery true-
up over-recovery amount of $9,284,909 for the period January

2024 through December 2024 including interest. (Lewis; Palladino)

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as the
FPUC's final 2024 prudently incurred costs and final true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as the
DEF’s final 2024 prudently incurred costs and final true-up revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?



Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 2A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 2B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 2C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 2D:

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as the
FPL’s reasonably estimated 2025 costs and estimated true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?
No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
TECO’s reasonably estimated 2025 costs and estimated true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?

The Commission should approve actual/estimated Storm Protection
Plan Cost Recovery Clause jurisdictional revenue requirements of
$111,005,744 and a jurisdictional estimated cost recovery true-up
over-recovery amount of $9,355,937 for the period January 2025

through December 2025 including interest. (Lewis; Palladino)

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
FPUC’s reasonably estimated 2025 costs and estimated true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
DEF’s reasonably estimated 2025 costs and estimated true-up
revenue requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause?



Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 3A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 3B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 3C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 3D:

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
FPL’s reasonably projected 2026 costs and projected revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
TECO’s reasonably projected 2026 costs and projected revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?

The Commission should approve reasonably projected Storm
Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause jurisdictional revenue
requirements of $138,185,043 for the period January 2026 through
December 2026. (Lewis; Palladino)

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
FPUC’s reasonably projected 2026 costs and projected revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?

No Position.

What jurisdictional amounts should the Commission approve as
DEF’s reasonably projected 2026 costs and projected revenue
requirement amounts for the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause?



Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 4A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 4B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 4C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 4D:

No Position.

What are the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause total
jurisdictional cost recovery amounts, including true-ups, to be
included in establishing 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

factors for FPL?

No Position.

What are the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause total
jurisdictional cost recovery amounts, including true-ups, to be
included in establishing 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery
factors for TECO?

The Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause total jurisdictional
cost recovery amounts, including true-ups, to be included in
establishing Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery factors for the
period January 2026 through December 2026 is $119,544,197.

(Lewis; Palladino)

What are the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause total
jurisdictional cost recovery amounts, including true-ups, to be
included in establishing 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery
factors for FPUC?

No Position.

What are the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause total

jurisdictional cost recovery amounts, including true-ups, to be



Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 5A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 5B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 5C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 5D:

Tampa Electric:

included in establishing 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery
factors for DEF?

No Position.

What depreciation rates should be used to develop the depreciation
expense included in the total 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause amounts for FPL?

No Position.

What depreciation rates should be used to develop the depreciation
expense included in the total 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause amounts for TECO?

The depreciation rates from Tampa Electric’s Depreciation Study,
approved by Order No. PSC-2025-0038-FOF-EI issued February 3,
2025, in Docket No. 20230139-El. (Lewis; Palladino)

What depreciation rates should be used to develop the depreciation
expense included in the total 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost
Recovery Clause amounts for FPUC?

No Position.

What depreciation rates should be used to develop the depreciation
expense included in the total 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause amounts for DEF?

No Position.



ISSUE 6A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 6B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 6C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 6D:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 7A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 7B:

What are the appropriate 2026 jurisdictional separation factors for
FPL?

No Position.

What are the appropriate 2026 jurisdictional separation factors for
TECO?

The appropriate jurisdictional separation factors are as follows:
FPSC Jurisdictional Factor: 93.5805%
FERC Jurisdictional Factor: 6.4195%

(Lewis; Palladino)

What are the appropriate 2026 jurisdictional separation factors for
FPUC?

No Position.

What are the appropriate 2026 jurisdictional separation factors for
DEF?

No Position.

What are the appropriate 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause factors for each rate class for FPL?

No Position.

What are the appropriate 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause factors for each rate class for TECO?



Tampa Electric: The appropriate January 2026 through December 2026 cost

recovery clause factors utilizing the appropriate recognition of
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission transmission jurisdictional
separation, revenue tax factors and the rate design and cost

allocation as put forth in Docket No. 20240026-E| are as follows:

Cost Recovery Factors

Rate Schedule (cents per kWh)
RS 0.717
GS and CS 0.568
GSD Optional — Secondary 0.493
GSD Optional — Primary 0.488
GSD Optional — Subtransmission 0.483
LS-1, LS-2 0.574

Cost Recovery Factors

Rate Schedule (dollars per kW)
GSD/GSDT/SBD/SBDT — Secondary 2.02
GSD/GSDT/SBD/SBDT — Primary 2.00
GSD/GSDT/SBD/SBDT — Subtransmission 1.98
GSLD/GSLDT/SBLD/SBLDT - Primary 1.35
GSLD/GSLDT/SBLD/SBLDT - Subtransmission 0.1

(Lewis; Palladino)

ISSUE 7C: What are the appropriate 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause factors for each rate class for FPUC?

Tampa Electric: No Position.
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ISSUE 7D:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 8A:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 8B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 8C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 8D:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 9A:

What are the appropriate 2026 Storm Protection Plan Cost

Recovery Clause factors for each rate class for DEF?

No Position.

What should be the effective date of the 2026 Storm Protection

Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors for billing purposes for FPL?

No Position.

What should be the effective date of the 2026 Storm Protection

Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors for billing purposes for TECO?

The effective date of the new Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery

Clause factors should be January 1, 2026. (Lewis; Palladino)

What should be the effective date of the 2026 Storm Protection

Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors for billing purposes for FPUC?

No Position.

What should be the effective date of the 2026 Storm Protection

Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors for billing purposes for DEF?

No Position.

Should the Commission approve revised tariffs reflecting the 2026

Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors determined to

be appropriate in this proceeding for FPL?
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Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 9B:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 9C:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 9D:

Tampa Electric:

ISSUE 10:

Tampa Electric:

No Position.

Should the Commission approve revised tariffs reflecting the 2026
Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors determined to

be appropriate in this proceeding for TECO?

Yes, the Commission should approve revised tariffs reflecting the
new Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors

determined to be appropriate in this proceeding. (Lewis, Palladino)

Should the Commission approve revised tariffs reflecting the 2026
Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors determined to

be appropriate in this proceeding for FPUC?

No Position.

Should the Commission approve revised tariffs reflecting the 2026
Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors determined to
be appropriate in this proceeding for DEF?

No Position.

Should this docket be closed?

No. The storm protection plan cost recovery clause is a continuing

docket and should remain open until a new docket number is

assigned next year. (Lewis; Palladino)

OPC Proposed Company-Specific Issues

None at this time.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Prehearing
Statement, filed on behalf of Tampa Electric Company, has been furnished by electronic
mail on this 10th day of October 2025 to the following:

Daniel Dose Kenneth A. Hoffman

Shaw Stiller Florida Power & Light Company
Office of General Counsel 134 W. Jefferson Street

Florida Public Service Commission Tallahassee, FL 32301

Room 390L — Gerald L. Gunter Building ken.hoffman@fpl.com
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 Christopher T. Wright
ddose@psc.state.fl.us David M. Lee
jcrawfor@psc.state.fl.us Florida Power & Light Company
sstiller@psc.state.fl.us 700 Universe Boulevard
discovery-gcl@psc.state.fl.us Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420
christopher.wright@fpl.com
Walter Trierweiler david.lee@fpl.com
Charles Rehwinkel
Ms. Patricia A. Christensen Jon C. Moyle, Jr.
Mary Wessling Moyle Law Firm, P.A.
Octavio Ponce 118 N. Gadsden Street
Austin Watrous Tallahassee, FL 32301
Office of Public Counsel jmoyle@moylelaw.com
111 West Madison Street, Room 812 mgualls@moylelaw.com
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400
Trierweiler. Walt@leg.state.fl.us James W. Brew
Rehwinkel.charles@leg.state.fl.us Laura Wynn Baker
christensen.patty@leg.state.fl.us Sarah B. Newman
wessling.mary@leg.state.fl.us Stone Mattheis Xenopoulos & Brew, P.C.
ponce.octavio@leg.state fl.us 1025 Thomas Jefferson Street, NW
watrous.austin@leg.state.fl.us Ste. 800 West
Washington, D.C. 20007-5201
Matthew R. Bemier jbrew@smxblaw.com
Robert Pickels Iwb@smxblaw.com
Stephanie A. Cuello sbn@smxblaw.com
Duke Energy Florida, LLC
106 E. College Avenue, Suite 800 Dianne M. Triplett
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7740 Duke Energy Florida, LLC
matthew.bernier@duke-energy.com 299 First Avenue North
Robert.pickels@duke-energy.com St. Petersburg, FL 33701
stephanie.cuello@duke-energy.com dianne.triplett@duke-energy.com

FLRegulatorylLegal@duke-energy.com
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