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	STAFF'S SIXTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. (NOS. 91-93)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	91. Did any party make an offer for the  acquisition of a generation asset that would have both 1) passed a FERC market screen without requiring mitigation, AND 2) offer an equal or superior net present value option for Duke’s customers?  If so, please identify the party and describe the proposal.
	92. On pages 7-8 of your rebuttal testimony, you note that if a Purchase Power Agreement (PPA) is solely entered into to avoid the market power screen, that FERC may treat the acquisition differently than it would a “vanilla” PPA. Are you aware of any examples of FERC affording different treatment to a similar case?  If so, please identify any such examples.
	93. On page 11 of your rebuttal testimony, you note that NRG Witness John Morris notes a “status quo” scenario that is different from the present situation.
	a. Are you aware of FERC executing a market power analysis based on a “Status quo” that was markedly different than the present situation at the time of filing, e.g., with the assumption that a generation asset would relocate?  If so, please identify any such instances.
	b. Are you aware of FERC rejecting a petition that it do a market power analysis on  a scenario differ from origianl filing? Please identify any examples you are aware of.
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