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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO OFFICE OF PUBLIC COUNSEL (NOS. 1-3)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. For the purposes of the following Interrogatories, please refer to the Direct Testimony of OPC Witness Dawson, page 5, lines 9-18. 
	a. In Mr. Dawson’s opinion, is it reasonable for FPL to project, for retail customer savings evaluation, the Company’s actual currently-contracted coal prices, then escalating those prices into the future?
	b. Is utilizing currently-contracted coal (or any other contracted fuels) prices a common, reasonable approach when formulating similar (possible) economic/customer savings evaluations as referred to in 1a.?
	c. Please provide the inputs, sources, and calculations of all figures contained on lines 17-18.

	2. Please refer to the Rebuttal Testimony of FPL Witness Hartman, page 6, line 4 through page 7, line 3.  
	a. Are the types/compositions of coal referenced in this section the same types/compositions of coal used to formulate the analysis contained in OPC Witness Dawson’s Direct Testimony, page 8, line 1 through page 10, line 10?  Please explain.
	b. Is “Compliance Coal,” as referenced in the rebuttal testimony of FPL Witness Hartman, page 6, a reasonable approach to coal/coal pricing for forecasting possible FPL ratepayer benefits of the proposed Cedar Bay transaction? Please explain.

	3. Please refer to the Rebuttal Testimony of FPL Witness Herr, page 7, line 22 through page 9, line 4. 
	a. Please state and explain whether FPL utilization of coal price forecasts (as specified in this section) is reasonable given the Fair Value (FV) measurement of the Purchase Power Agreement (PPA) was conducted under ASC 820 guidelines.
	b. Please state and explain whether using the coal price forecasts FPL utilized (as specified in this section) for estimating Energy Revenue from the PPA is reasonable.  
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