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James D. Beasley, Esquire 
Ausley Law Firm 
Post Office Box 391 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
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VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

STAFF’S SECOND DATA REQUEST 
MID-COURSE CORRECTION 

Re: DOCKET NO. 090001-E1 - Fuel and purchased power cost recovery clause with generating 
performance incentive factor. 

Dear Mr. Beasley: 

By this letter, the Commission staff requests that Tampa Electric Company (TECO) 
provide responses to the following data requests. 

1. In paragraph I O  of TECO’s petition, TECO proposes to exclude its 2008 under-recovery 
from the 2009 mid-course correction petition. TECO states that its reason for excluding 
the 2008 over-recovery is to help mitigate the uncertainty of projected prices because of 
natural fuel prices and sales forecasts. TECO asserts that this treatment is consistent with 
prior Commission decisions. Please explain in more detail why TECO believes the 
projected prices and sales forecast remain uncertain and to what extent that uncertainty 
may effect ratepayers. Include in the explanation, all prior Commission Orders which 
TECO relies upon as being consistent with its position to exclude the 2008 over-recovery 
from the mid-course protection. 

2. Does TECO propose to use any of the 2008 over-recovery from the fuel clause to off-set 
other clause under-recoveries? If yes, please identify which clauses, the dollar amounts 
of the under-recoveries and the prior Commission authority for doing so. 

3. The attached Table 1 shows staffs disaggregation of TECOs estimated 2009 over 
recovery. The total does not include the 2008 final true-up or any interest. It accounts 
for 1) the difference between last Fall’s 2009 estimated revenue per kWh and revenue per 
kWh and the mid-course estimate, 2) the difference between the two mWh estimates, and 
3) the slight difference between line loss factors on last Fall’s E-I Schedule and on t h e 5  60 

mid-course Schedule E-2, as well and for the differences between the weighted c / k W h ’ s ~  2 
in the original estimates and the mid-course estimates, by fuel and purchased power type. E 
The fuel and purchased power type over recoveries are equal to the differences between 2 Z 
the two “Column F’s” (mid-course less original) times the revised 19,771,375 m W h 2  3 
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estimate, times 10. Does TECO agree with stafrs disaggregation of TECO's 2009 over 
recovery estimate in Table l ?  

4. Please provide a revised Schedule E-10 and a calculation of the rates by rate class 
assuming that TECO refunds the 2008 final true-up, $35,402,527, over the mid-course 
period. 

Please file the original and five copies of the requested information by Wednesday, 
March 18, 2009, with Ms. Ann Cole, Commission Clerk, Office of Commission Clerk, 2540 
Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-0850. Please feel free to call me at (850) 
413-6230 if you have any questions. 

%isa C. Bennett 
Senior Attorney 
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cc: Office of Commission Clerk 
Docket No. 090001-E1 (Parties) 




