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	STAFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC
	D/B/A DUKE ENERGY (NOS. 1 - 7)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	1. Witness Bauer, at pages 14 and 15 of the May 3, 2021 testimony, discusses use of internal DEF crews and contract.  It is staff’s understanding that the DEF’s retail jurisdictional costs for use of internal crews and contracts are considered recover...
	a. Please clarify Witness Bauer’s use of the term “internal.”
	b. If the term “internal” indicates costs that are normally recovered through base rates, then please explain how DEF removed such costs from its Storm Protection Plan Cost Recovery Clause revenue requirements, and where this is shown in the filings.

	2. It is not readily apparent to staff that DEF applied the revenue tax multiplier of 1.00072 in its calculation of the net total 2022 jurisdictional revenue requirements it seeks to recover from its customers during 2022 through the requested Storm P...
	a. Please clarify whether DEF included the revenue tax multiplier.
	b. If DEF included the revenue tax multiplier, please explain how and provide an example.
	c. If DEF has elected to decline collection of the revenue tax multiplier, please explain why.

	3. Witness Menendez’s May 3, 2021 testimony at page 8, lines 1 through 7, notes that during 2021, the Lateral Hardening Overhead Program, Lateral Hardening Underground Program, and Self-Optimizing Grid (“SOG”) Program are expected to incur capital cos...
	4. Witness Bauer, at page 2 of the May 3, 2021 testimony, asserts that the purpose of the testimony is to explain that the activities and costs are consistent with DEF’s Storm Protection Plan (“SPP”) approved by the Commission in Docket No. 20200069-EI.
	a. How, if at all, does DEF manage the programs Witness Bauer addresses to achieve the long-term goals of the approved SPP?
	b. Does DEF's management and oversight of these programs include budget/cost controls and if not why not?

	5. Witness Menendez, on page 14 of the May 3, 2021 testimony, asserts "the planned activities are consistent with the Programs described in detail in DEF’s Commission-approved SPP, specifically Exhibit No. JWO-2 in Docket No. 20200069-EI, filed on Apr...
	a. Please describe the analysis or review Witness Menendez performed or relied on in the development of this testimony.  If the analysis or review was documented please identify the document.

	6. Witness Menendez, on page 17 of the May 3, 2021 testimony, discusses protocols that ". . . ensure that there is no double recovery between base rate revenue and SPPCRC revenue."
	a. Does DEF contemplate an audit process to ensure these protocols are appropriately implemented and followed?  If not, why not?

	7. Witness Lloyd, at page 2 of the May 3, 2021 testimony, asserts that the purpose of the testimony is to explain that the activities and costs are consistent with DEF’s SPP approved by the Commission in Docket No. 20200069-EI.
	a. How, if at all, does DEF manage the programs Witness Lloyd addresses to achieve the long-term goals of the approved SPP?
	b. Does DEF's management and oversight of these programs include budget/cost controls and if not why not?
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