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	STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY (NOS. 7 – 16)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	7. TECO Witness Roche, on page 5 of the April 1, 2021 testimony, asserts that all 2020 costs listed on Schedules A-5 and A-7 are directly related to the Commission’s approved Storm Protection Plan programs.
	a. Please describe the steps taken and review process supporting Witness Roche’s testimony.
	b. Please identify any document Witness Roche relied on for purposes of the testimony on page 5.
	c. If TECO performed a financial audit of its 2020 SPPCRC incurred costs, please identify the document.  If a financial audit has not been performed, please explain why not.

	8. TECO Witness Roche, on pages 6 and 7 of the April 1, 2021 testimony, appears to assert that all 2020 Storm Protection Plan costs were prudently incurred.
	a. Is it TECO’s understanding that the Commission will make a prudence determination regarding approved Storm Protection Plan incurred expenses that are recovered either in base rates or the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause regardless of whe...
	b. Please describe the prudence review including, but not limited to, the factors that were considered in support of Witness Roche’s testimony concerning prudence.
	c. Please identify any document Witness Roche relied on for purposes of the testimony concerning prudence.
	d. If TECO performed a financial audit of its 2020 Storm Protection Plan incurred costs, please identify the document.  If a financial audit has not been performed, please explain why not and whether TECO plans to perform a future financial audit of i...
	e. If TECO performed a management audit of its 2020 Storm Protection Plan oversight please identify the document.  If a management audit has not been performed, please explain why not and whether TECO plans to perform a future management audit of its ...

	9. Please identify any document relied on for purposes of the conclusion of prudence found in Witness Plusquellic’s April 1, 2021 Exhibit DLP-1, on page 3 of 36. The exhibit states:
	Tampa Electric’s 2020 Storm Protection Accomplishments Report covers the first year of the company’s 2020-2029 Storm Protection Plan, which provides a comprehensive approach to protect and strengthen its electric utility infrastructure to withstand ex...
	10. Please explain TECO’s process for developing its 2022 Storm Protection Plan budget and the budgets for the individual Storm Protection Plan programs. Include in your response whether TECO’s oversight of its Storm Protection Plan budget uses cost p...
	11. Please explain TECO’s process for managing its 2022 Storm Protection Plan implementation consistent with the approved Storm Protection Plan. Include in your response whether TECO’s management oversight of its Storm Protection Plan implementation u...
	12. Witness Roche’s May 10, 2021 revised testimony, at page 18, discusses four accounting protocols for capital items included in TECO’s SPPCRC filings. Does TECO have or plan an internal audit process that includes compliance with these accounting pr...
	13. Does TECO use the information on pages 71, 74, and 76, of Exhibit GRC-1, filed in Docket No. 20200067-EI?  If so, please explain how.
	14. Section 366.96(8), Florida Statutes, states:
	The annual transmission and distribution storm protection plan costs may not include costs recovered through the public utility’s base rates and must be allocated to customer classes pursuant to the rate design most recently approved by the commission.
	a. As of the date of TECO’s response to this question, does TECO believe the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors shown in paragraph 3 of its petition (see also Witness Roche’s May 10, 2021 revised testimony at page 25 and revised Exhibi...
	b. As of the date of TECO’s response to this question, does TECO believe the Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors shown in paragraph 4 of its petition (see also Witness Roche’s May 10, 2021 revised testimony at page 27 and revised Exhibi...

	15. TECO appears to have identified Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause factors consistent with its assumptions in Docket No. 20210034-EI.  These factors are shown in TECO’s May 10, 2021 revised petition, at paragraph 4, also on page 27 of Witn...
	16. Please refer to TECO’s project ID codes shown in the various listings of its Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause projects in Forms A-5, A-7, E-5, E-7, P-2, P-3 and in the exhibits of Witness Plusquellic. The format of the project ID codes v...
	a. Please provide an explanation of TECO’s project ID codes for each program and whether the project ID codes for a given location or site change when the project is not initiated when planned, deferred to a later year, or whose completion date is lat...
	b. Please describe how TECO uses the project ID codes, including but not limited to, Storm Protection Plan program management.
	c. Please explain why the expense amount for a given project ID code may be shown as a zero or negative value.
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