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	STAFF'S FOURTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY (NOS. 102-132)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	102. Please refer to TECO witness Mincey’s direct testimony, page 31, lines 16-17. Is any portion of the $30.5 million used for cybersecurity training, and if so, what percentage? As part of your response, please explain if TECO requires end-user trai...
	108. Please refer to TECO witness Heisey’s direct testimony, page 40, line 20, through page 41, line 3. Please indicate whether or not TECO would be able to produce value for ratepayers and receive an incentive on some activities without the continuat...
	110. Please refer to  TECO witness Heisey’s direct testimony, Exhibit JCH-1, Document No. 4. Please provide data in the format of this exhibit for the years 2010 through 2017, prior to approval of the Optimization Mechanism. Please provide this inform...
	a. Please provide a breakdown of benefits and gains by category (wholesale sales, etc.). Please provide this information in Microsoft Excel format with formulas intact.

	111. Please refer to TECO witness Pickles’ direct testimony, page 18, lines 12-14. Please list and describe the activities that will result in the O&M savings directly associated with the Big Bend Modernization and the retirement of Big Bend Unit 3.
	114. Please refer to TECO witness Pickles’ direct testimony, Exhibit DAP-1, Document No. 13. Please describe how vendors are selected to conduct O&M activities.
	117. Please refer to TECO witness Caldwell’s direct testimony page 24, lines 1-17.
	a. For Big Bend Unit 1, please explain how TECO determined $151 Million of capital expenditures were needed to keep Unit 1 in service. Please identify any assumptions made in determining this cost.
	b. For Big Bend Unit 2, please explain how TECO determined $142 Million of capital expenditures were needed to keep Unit 2 in service. Please identify any assumptions made in determining this cost.
	a. Please explain the function of the Advanced Distribution Management System (ADMS).
	b. What is the expected life of the ADMS project?
	c. Explain what technologies the ADMS will be utilizing to accomplish TECO’s goal of “…providing advanced analytic and diagnostic tools that will help us reduce customer outages and reduce outage duration”.
	d. Please provide a cost breakdown of the $24.3 million associated with the ADMS. Please include costs for Labor, R&D, Electric Vehicle Support Technology and Microgrid Support Technology.
	e. Please explain the relationship between the ADMS and the Energy Control Center.

	123. Please refer to witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony, page 9, lines 20-25, and page 10, lines 1-14 for the following questions.
	a. Please identify the assumptions relating to the long-term saturation and efficiency trends in end-use equipment.

	124. Please refer to TECO witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony, page 10, lines 5-14 for the following questions. Witness Cifuentes testifies that the appropriate monthly weather impacts to the Company’s forecasting models are based on Monte Carlo simul...
	a. Please briefly describe TECO’s weather normalization process underlying its load forecasts in this proceeding.
	b. Please explain how TECO’s Monte Carlo simulations of weather patterns used to prepare its load forecasts in this proceeding compare to 20-year averages, as well as the rationale behind why TECO chose to utilize Monte Carlo simulations in its alloca...
	c. Please identify the trend(s), if any, in the temperature data (CDDs, HDDs) used by TECO over the past 20 years.
	d. If a trend(s) exists, please explain if and how TECO’s Monte Carlo simulations account for this trend(s).

	125. For MFR Schedule F-7 forecasts of its dependent variables, beginning with TECO’s first forecasted data point (month/year) and ending with its most recent data point for which actual data is available, please provide the following:
	a. For each rate class, a side-by-side comparison of TECO’s projected monthly forecasts to TECO’s actual monthly result, including both quantities and percent differences.

	126. Please refer to MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7 for the following:
	a. Please list all the FPSC filings in which TECO presented the customer, energy, or demand forecasts presented in MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7, and explain how they were used in dockets or otherwise by the Commission.
	b. Please list all FPSC dockets which were opened after August 2020 in which TECO filed customer, energy, or demand forecasts which were different from the forecasts presented in witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony and MFR Schedules F-5 and F-7. Pleas...
	c. What is the developmental schedule for each updated and/or scheduled TECO load and customer forecast subsequent to the forecasts filed in this proceeding?

	128. Please refer to TECO witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony, page 17, lines 21-25. Regarding the inclusion of the impact of COVID-19 in its customer and sales forecasts, witness Cifuentes testifies that an out-of-model adjustment factor to energy co...
	a. The methodology used to determine the differing impacts the COVID-19 pandemic has had on each rate class.

	131. Please refer to the following Documents appearing in Exhibit LLC-1 of witness Cifuentes’ direct testimony for the following questions.
	a. Document 6 - Please explain why 2021 and 2022 per customer energy sales are projected to decrease by an average of approximately 1.9 percent (as calculated below) which is over twice the average of approximately 0.9 percent over the years 2011-2020.
	 2022 sales minus 2020 sales divided by 2020 sales multiplied by 100 [(23,589 kwh – 24,517 kwh) / 24,517 kwh] X 100 = -3.8 percent
	 3.8 percent divided by 2 = -1.9 percent average

	b. Document 7 – Please explain why 2021 and 2022 retail energy sales are projected to decrease by an average of approximately 0.4 percent (as calculated below), compared to the approximate 0.8 percent average increase over the years 2011-2020.
	 2022 sales minus 2020 sales divided by 2020 sales multiplied by 100 [19,781 gwh – 19,954 gwh) / 19,954 gwh] X 100 = -0.86 percent
	 -0.86 percent divided by 2 = -0.43 percent average

	c. Document 8 – Please explain why TECO projects 2021 per-customer winter peak demand to increase approximately 22.9 percent (as calculated below) to 5.53 KW/customer, the highest usage since 2011, while simultaneously projecting 2021 per-customer sum...
	 2021 winter peak minus 2020 winter peak divided by 2020 winter peak multiplied by 100
	(5.53 kw - 4.50 kw)/ 4.50 kw X 100 = 22.9 percent)
	 2021 summer peak minus 2020 summer peak divided by 2020 summer peak multiplied by 100
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