
 

 

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 
 

In re: Petition for approval of a purchase and 
sale agreement between Florida Power & Light 
Company and Calypso Energy Holdings, LLC, 
for the ownership of the Indiantown 
Cogeneration LP and related power purchase 
agreement. 

DOCKET NO. 160154-EI 
 
DATED: SEPTEMBER 8, 2016 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 28-39) has been served by electronic mail to 

Kenneth Hoffman, Florida Power & Light Company, 215 S. Monroe Street, Ste. 810, 

Tallahassee, Florida, 32301, ken.hoffman@fpl.com, and that a true copy thereof has been 

furnished to the following by electronic mail this 8th day of September, 2016: 

Bryan Anderson/Will Cox 
Florida Power & Light Company 
700 Universe Blvd. 
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 
bryan.anderson@fpl.com 
will.cox@fpl.com 

Jon C. Moyle, Jr./Karen A. Putnal  
Moyle Law Firm, P.A.  
118 North Gadsden Street  
Tallahassee, Florida 32301  
jmoyle@moylelaw.com 
kputnal@moylelaw.com  
 

  
  
  
  
 

/s/ Walt Trieweiler 
WALT TRIERWEILER 
Senior Attorney 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6199 
wtrierwe@psc.state.fl.us 
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	STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (NOS. 28-39)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	28. Please refer to Witness Hartman’s testimony page 8, lines 11 through 22.
	a. Is FPL’s commodity, transportation, and delivered fuel price forecasts (exclusive of hedging) for both coal and natural gas used in support of FPL’s Indiantown Cogeneration L.P. (ICL) petition the most recent forecast available?
	b. Similarly with subpart (a.), is FPL’s emission cost forecast still the most recent forecast available?
	c. If the response to subpart (a.) and/or (b.) is negative, please provide an updated cumulative present value of revenue requirements (CPVRR) utilizing  the company’s most current forecasts of fuel and/or emissions performed in the same manner as in ...
	d. If the response to subpart (a.) and/or (b.) is negative, and an updated analysis as requested in subpart (c.) is provided, please discuss any difference between the results of the original and updated CPVRR analyses.

	29. Please refer to Witness Hartman’s Exhibit TLH-4. Please provide a version of Exhibit TLH-4 revised to reflect each of the return on equities listed in the table below using the company’s most current forecasts of fuel and emissions.
	30. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 4, lines 5 through 19. How much natural gas transportation capacity would operation of the ICL Facility avoid during peak periods?
	31. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 4, lines 22 through 23 and page 5, line 1, specifically “… the ICL Facility would not be needed for system reliability.”
	a. Please clarify if this remark refers to the company’s planning reserve margin criteria and/or planning generation only reserve margin criteria.
	b. Please provide seasonal reserve margins for the life of the PPA with the ICL Transaction including assumed retirement and without the ICL Transaction.

	32. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 5, lines 11 through 18.
	a. What are the economic benefits to customers are associated with FPL’s control of the facility?
	b. What are the economic benefits to customers are associated with FPL’s ownership of the site?

	33. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 6, lines 10 through 20. Please detail the projected operating expenses of the ICL Facility for each year until the end of the PPA.
	34. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 6, lines 10 through 20. Please describe whether there is any major (in excess of $1 million) maintenance projects planned for the ICL Facility until the end of the PPA. If so, please describe each p...
	35. Please refer to Witness Barrett’s testimony page 6, lines 10 through 20. Is FPL seeking a return on the value of the land acquired in the ICL Transaction? Please explain your response.
	36. Please refer to FPL Witness Barrett’s testimony page 6, lines 22 through page 7, line 4. Has the Commission approved recovery of a similar transaction outside of a settlement? If so, please provide a list of Orders for similar transactions.
	37. Please refer to Witness Fuentes’ testimony page 5, lines 7 through 8. Please explain how FPL plans on maintaining the Qualifying Facility (QF) status of the ICL Facility. What costs are associated with maintaining QF status and is FPL seeking reco...
	38. Please refer to Witness Fuentes’ testimony page 6, lines 1-4. Please give a detailed forecast for the cost of the ash removal and dismantlement separately.
	39. In its response to Staff’s First Interrogatory, No.8, FPL indicated that the types of emissions that comprise the emissions costs displayed in the table of witness Hartman’s testimony, page 11, line 1 – 2 are SO2, NOX, and CO2. In its response to ...
	a. Did FPL use a same SOx emission prices for High Case, Base Case and Low Case Emissions scenarios CPVRR analysis? If not, please explain how the High and Low SOx emission prices were derived.
	b. Did FPL use a same NOx emission prices for High Case, Base Case and Low Case Emissions scenarios for CPVRR analysis? If not, please explain how the High and Low NOx emission prices were derived.
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