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Re: Docket No. 20200172-EI; Petition for evaluation of Hurricane Dorian storm costs. by
Florida Power & Light Company.

Dear Mr. Teitzman:

Enclosed for filing in this docket on behalf of the Office of Public Counsel ("OPC") is one
(1) copy of the direct Testimony of Lane Kollen("Testimony").

Florida Power & Light Company, ("FPL") has filed a timely Notice of Intent to Request
Confidential Classification for the confidential portions of the Testimony in advance of this filing.
Due to the claim of confidentiality related to some of the information that the OPC has informed

FPL will be included in the testimony, FPL has asked that this filing be made as confidential in its
entirety. It is the OPC's understanding that FPL will make the appropriate filing(s) to designate

and justifu its claim of confidentiality for specific confidential information contained in the
Testimony. Once that filing is made with the Commission, this filing can be returned to the OPC

and the highlighted and redacted copies of the same can be maintained on file by the Commission.

The Parties were served with the Testimony pursuant to the accompanying certificate of
service. Service to the Commission Staff is effectuated by the filing of this copy with the Clerk
pursuant to your procedures for handling confidential information.
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850.488.9330.
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Anastacia Pirrello
Associate Public Counsel
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DIRECT TESTIMONY

OF

LANE KOLLEN

On Behalf of the Office of Public Counsel

Before the

Florida Public Service Commission

Docket No. 20200172-EI

1 I. QUALIFICATIONS AND PURPOSE

2 A. Oualifications

3 Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS.

4 A. My name is Lane Kollen. My business address is J. Kennedy and Associates, Inc.

5 ("Kennedy and Associates"), 570 Colonial Park Drive, Suite 305, Roswell, Georgia

6 30075.

7 Q. DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATION AIID PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE.

8 A. I eamed a Bachelor of Business Administration degree in accounting and a Master of

9 Business Administration degree from the University of Toledo. I also earned a Master

10 of Arts degree in theology from Luther Rice University. I am a Certified public

1 1 Accountant, with a practice license, Certified Management Accountant, and Chartered

12 Global Management Accountant. I am a member of numerous professional

13 organizations, including the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants,

14 Institute of Management Accounting, Georgia Society of CPAs, and Society of

15 Depreciation Professionals.



1 I have been an active participant in the utility industry for more than fofty years,

2 initially as an employee of a company that installed underground cablevision and

3 telephone wire from 1974to |976,thenas an employee of The Toledo Edison

4 Company in various accounting and planning positions from1976 to 1983, and

5 thereafter as a consultant in the industry. I have testified as an expert on planning,

6 ratemaking, accounting, finance, tax, and other issues in proceedings before regulatory

7 commissions and courts at the federal and state levels on hundreds of occasions.

8 I have testified before the Florida Public Service Commission ("FPSC" or

9 "Commission") on numerous occasions, including base rate, storm, fuel adjustment

10 clause, acquisition, and territorial proceedings involving Florida Power & Light

11 Company ("FPL"), Duke Energy Florida ("DEF"), Gulf Power Company, Talquin

12 Electric Cooperative, the City of Tallahassee, and the City of Vero Beach.l

13 R. Purnose of Testimony

t4 a. oN wHosE BEHALF ARE YOU PROVTDING TESTTMONY IN THIS

15 PROCEEDING?

16 A. I am providing testimony on behalf of the citizens of the State of Florida. Kennedy and

I7 Associates was retained by the Florida Office of Public Counsel ("OPC") to performa

18 review of FPL's costs incurred in response to Hurricane Dorian and make

19 recommendations in response to FPL's Petition filed in this proceeding.

1I have attached a more detailed description of my qualifications and appearances as an expert in ExhibitlK-l.
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WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF' YOUR TESTIMONY?

The purpose of my testimony is to describe my firm's review of FPL's costs incurred

in response to Hurricane Dorian and to present our conclusions andrecommendations.

SUMMARY OF FPL'S REQUEST, RATEMAKING IMPLICATIONS, AND
STAIIDARDS FOR RECOVERY

A. Summary of FPI 's Reouest

PLEASE SUMMARIZE FPLOS REQUEST IN THIS PROCEEDING.

FPL seeks "a determination regarding the prudence of FPL's actions and activities

(collectively referred to as FPL's "activities") and the reasonableness of costs incurred in

responding to Hurricane Dorian," according to its Petition filed in this proceeding.2

FPL states that it "recorded its Hurricane Dorian Costs as a base operations and

maintenance ("O&M") expense and is not seeking through this proceeding to establish a

surcharge for the recovery of the Hurricane Dorian Costs or replenishment of the storm

reserve. FPL files this Petition and supporting testimony to facilitate an evaluation of the

Hurricane Dorian Costs in support of the requested finding.,'3

FPL claims that it incurred total costs of $240.564 million (total Company) in

responding to Hurricane Dorian. It charged $239.833 million (urisdictional) of these

costs to base O&M expense ($264.919 million (urisdictional) in 2019 based on its

preliminary estimated costs and negative $25.036 million (rnisdictional) in 2020 to

true-up the 2019 estimated costs) and charged $0.228 million (urisdictional) to plant

in service.
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2 Petition at p. l.
3 Id.
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If FPL had not charged the $239.833 million to base o&M expense, then

would have charged $237.896 million to the storm reserve account ("storm reserve',)

under its interpretation and application of the Incremental Cost and Capitalization

Approach ("ICCA") set forth in Rule 25-6.0143(1)(e), Florida Administrative Code

("F.A.C."), according to its Petition filed in this proceeding.a

DESCRIBE THE RATEMAKING IMPLICATIONS OF FPL'S REQUEST.

The Company seeks a determination of prudence and an affirmation of its ratemaking

recovery of the entirety of the $239.833 million incurred and charged to base O&M

expense, along with a return on that amount, albeit in a different form than through a

storm surcharge, which would have limited its recovery to no more than $237.896

million with no return or a short-term debt interest only return. The Company,s

requested form of ratemaking recovery will result in $1.936 million in additional

ratemaking recovery for the costs incurred and another $15.775 million for the retum

on the costs incurred in just the first year alone when compared to recovery through a

storm surcharge.

HOW DOES THE COMPANY'S DECISION TO CHARGE THE STORM

COSTS TO BASE O&M EXPENSE RESULT IN ADDITIONAL

RATEMAKING RECOVERY COMPARED TO CHARGING THE COSTS TO

THE STORM RESERVE?

a.

4

a Petition atpp.5-7.
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A' In Docket No. 20120015-EI, In re: Petitionfor Increase in Rates by Florida power &

Light Company, the Commission found that the Company had a theoretical

depreciation reserye surplus ("Reserve") and allowed the Company to amortize and use

that Reserve at its discretion to increase its earned return on equity up to a maximum

threshold. The Company was required to restore the Reserve to reduce its earned return

on equity if it otherwise would exceed the maximum threshold.

In DocketNo.20I60021-El,Inre: Petitionfor Rate Increase by Florida power

& Light Company, the Commission again found that the Company had a depreciation

reserve surplus and authorized FPL to arnortize and use (debit) the Reserve at its

discretion to increase its earned return on equity to no more than 1 I.60%0r to restore

(credit) the Reserve to reduce its return on equity to no more than 1 1.60%if it otherwise

would exceed that maximum threshold.s

If the Company earns in excess of the 1I.60% maximum threshold, it then

defers the revenue equivalent of the excess earnings as an increase to the Reserve.6 If
the Company charges storm costs to base O&M expense, then the storm costs, net of

the related income tax expense, reduce the return on equity in the yea.r expensed and

reduce the revenue equivalent amount that otherwise would be deferred to the Reserve.

The Company's use of this ratemaking altemative provided immediate and greater

recovery ofstorm costs compared to deferrals to the storm reserve and recovery through

a storm surcharse.

5 The establishment of the Reserve and the amortization parameters are set forth in paragraph 12 of the 2016
Settlement.
6 The excess eamings are after tax and must be grossed-up for income taxes to a revenueequivalent.
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ln2019, the company's earned return on equity exceeded the 11.60%

maximum threshold on an FPSC Adjusted Earnings basis, even after it charged the

storm costs to base O&M expense and reduced the Reserve by an equivalent amount.

It would have deferred $621.583 million to the Reserve if it had not charged $264.919

million to base O&M expense in 2\l9.Instead, it defened $356.664 millionT, the

revenue equivalent of the excess earnings remaining after the charge to base O&M

expense.

C. Standard for Recovery of Costs

WHAT IS THE STANDARD FOR RECOVERY OF THE COMPANYOS

CLAIMED COSTS?

The standard for recovery of claimed costs is set forth in Rule 25-6.0I43,F.A.C. (the

"Rule"). The Rule describes an ICCA methodology to quantify the recoverable amount

ofthe costs incurred for "storm-related damages." The Rule lists the types or categories

of costs that qualitr and may be deferred to the "storm account" for recovery, butonly

to the extent that the costs are "incremental" to costs that already are recovered through

base and/or cost recovery clause rates or that are in excess of ,onormal,, capital

expenditures. The Rule also lists the types or categories of costs that do not qualify

and may notbe deferred to the "storm account."

Rule 25-6.0143(1Xd), F.A.C., describes the ICCA methodology, which allows

costs to be charged to the storm account only if they are incremental to "those costs

that normally would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the

' 2019 amortization of Reserve per Attachment I to FPL's Rate of Return Sgrveillance Report filed with the
FPSC for December 2019, dated February 14,2020.
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absence of a storm" ("incremental expenses") or if they are incremental to the "normal

cost for the removal, retirement and replacement of those [damaged] facilities in the

absence of a storm" ("incremental capital expenditures"). Rule 25-6.0143(1Xd),

F.A.C., states specifically:

In determining the costs to be charged to cover storm-related damages,
the utility shall use an Incremental cost and capitalization Approach
methodology (ICCA). Under the ICCA methodology, the costscharged
to cover storm-related damages shall exclude those costs that normally
would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the
absence of a storm. under the ICCA methodology for determining the
allowable costs to be charged to cover storm-related damages, the utility
will be allowed to charge to Account No. 228.1 costs that are
incremental to costs normally charged to non-cost recovery clause
operating expenses in the absence of a storm. All costs charged to
Account 228.I are subject to review for prudence and reasonableness
by the commission. In addition, capital expenditures for the removal,
retirement and replacement of damaged facilities charged to cover
storm-related damages shall exclude the normal cost for the removal,
retirement and replacement of those facilities in the absence of a storm.

Rule 25-6.0143(1)(e), F.A.C., lists the types of storm-related costs that are

allowed to be charged to the storm account under the ICCA methodology as follows:

1. Additional contract labor hired for storm restoration activities:

2. Logistics costs of providing meals, lodging, and linens for tents and other
staging areas;

3. Transportation of crews for storm restoration;

4. Vehicle costs for vehicles specifically rented for storm restoration activities;

5. Waste management costs specifically related to storm restoration activities;

6. Rental equipment specifically related to storm restoration activities;

7. Materials and supplies used to repair and restore service and facilities to
pre-storm condition, such as poles, transformers, meters, light fixfures,
wire, and other electrical equipment, excluding those costs that normally
would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the
absence of a storm;

8. Overtime payroll and payroll-related costs for utility personnel included in

7
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I storm restoration activities;

2 9. Fuel cost for company and contractor vehicles used in storm restoration
3 activities; and

4 10. Cost of public service announcements regarding key storm-related issues,
5 such as safety and service restoration estimates.

6 Rule25-6.0143(1Xf), F.A.C.,lists the types of storm-related costs that are

7 prohibited from being charged to the storm account under the ICCA methodology as

8 follows:

1. Base rate recoverable regular payroll and regular payroll-related costs for
utility managerial and non-managerial personnel;

2. Bonuses or any other special compensation for utility personnel not eligible
for overtime pay;

3. Base rate recoverable depreciation expenses, insurance costs and lease
expenses for utility-owned or utility-leased vehicles and aircraft;

4. Utility employee assistance costs;

5. Utility employee training costs incurred prior to 72 hours before the storm
event;

6. Utility advertising, media relations or public relations costs, except for
public service announcements regarding key storm-related issues as listed
above in subparagraph (1)(e)10.;

7. Utility call center and customer service costs, except for non-budgeted
overtime or other non-budgeted incremental costs associated with the storm
event;

8. Tree trimming expenses, incurred in any month in which storm damage
restoration activities are conducted, that are less than the actual monthly
average of tree trimming costs charged to operation and maintenance
expense for the same month in the three previous calendar years;

9. Utility lost revenues from services not provided; and

10. Replenishment of the utility's materials and supplies inventories.

9
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In addition to the standards set forth in the Rule, I relied on the Commission's

decisions adopting settlement agreements in other proceedings involving FPL, Duke

Energy Florida, Gulf Power Company, ffid Tampa Electric Company.s These

decisions adopt specific methodologies to quantifu certain incremental costs pursuant

to the Rule and adopt specific information filing requirements and review procedures

that will be applicable in all future storm proceedings for those utilities. Those

decisions and the underlying settlement agreements provide a useful framework for the

Commission to look to in order to ensure that costs are, in fact, incremental and

reasonable, and in accordance with the standards set forth in the Rule.

DOES THE RULE ALLOW THE UTILITY TO CHARGE THE STORM

COSTS TO BASE O&M EXPENSE INSTEAD OF TO THE STORM

RESERVE?

Yes. The Rule states:

(lxh) A utility may, at its own option, charge storm-related costs as
operating expenses rather than charging them to Account No. 228.1.
The utility shall notiff the Director of the Commission Clerk inwriting
and provide a schedule of the amounts charged to operating expenses
for each incident exceeding $5 million. The schedule shall be filed
annually by February 15 of each year for information pertaining to the
previous calendar year.

Typically, a utility would not choose to charge storm costs to base O&M

expense unless the amounts were minimal because the additional O&M expense would

reduce its earned return, all else equal. However, the situation is unique due to the

availability of and FPL's use of the Reserve to manage its earned refurn, recover its

a.

A.
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8Docket No.20170272-EI, Docket No.20170271-EI, and DocketNo. 20180049-El,respectively.
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2

storm costs, and earn a return on the storm costs until its base rates are reset in a future

base rate case proceeding.

DOES THE RULE DISTINGUISH BETWEEN "THE STORM RELATED

COSTS" CHARGED TO THE STORM RESERVE OR TO BASE O&M

EXPENSES?

No. The Rule has only one description of storm-related damages or storm costs that

may be recovered from customers and that description is not dependent on the formof

recovery, or in the case of FPL, the existence of the Reserve. Nor does the Rule

incorporate an exclusionary term that relieves the utility from compliance with the Rule

if it chooses to charge the storm costs to base O&M expense, or in the case of FPL, to

recover the storm costs throush the Reserve.

III. SUMMARY OF' CONCLUSIONS

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR CONCLUSIONS.

I have separated my conclusions into process, methodology, and disallowance

categories. Process conclusions relate to the Company's planning and implementation,

including management and procurement processes that may have resulted inexcessive

costs. Methodology conclusions relate to the Company's failure to correctly calculate

the incremental storm-related costs pursuant to the requirements of the Rule that have

resulted in excessive costs. Disallowance conclusions relate to costs that should notbe

included in the storm costs and that should be denied recovery through the Reserve.

A. Process Conclusions

J
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The processes and the scope of those processes employed by the Company, including

procurement, mobilization, demobilization, and other logistics are or should be a

fi'urction of an ongoing assessment of its potential physical damage and outage risk

exposures. In this case, the Company incurred $240.060 million (urisdictional) in

storm costs, despite the fact that Hurricane Dorian did not make landfall, there was

little actual damage to the Company's transmission and distribution system assets, and

only a relatively small percentage of customers acfually experienced outages.

My process conclusions are as follows:

1' The Company has no written policies that describe or require it to assess

the potential physical damage and outage risk exposures from storms or

to optimize the allocation of internal resources and acquisition of

external resources necessary to respond to those potential exposures.

The risk exposures have declined and should continue to decline as the

Company has made and continues to make significant investments to

harden and protect its system from storm damage and outages. The

Company and other utilities have claimed that these significant

investment costs are justified, at least in part, through savings and

reliability improvements resulting from less storm damage and fewer,

less severe, and shorter outases.

2' The Company has no written policies that describe or require it to plan

or implement its outage responses to minimize costs. In fact, the

t1
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company acknowledges that it does not plan or implement its storm

responses to minimize costs.e

3. The Company failed to demonstrate that it minimized the storm costs

through a prudent mix of its own employees, affiliate company

contractors, mutual assistance contractors, and other third-parfy

contractors.

4. The Company failed to demonstrate that it minimized the storm costs

through careful management of the mobilization of its contractors.

5. The Company failed to demonstrate that it minimized the storm costs

through careful management and timely demobilization of its

contractors.

6. The Company has no incentive to minimize storm costs.

7. The Company failed to timely provide copies of all contracts, all

invoices, and all other documents necessary to perform an audit of its

storm costs either when it filed its request or made its supplemental

filing. The Company did provide Excel workbooks that included

documentation for line contractor and vegetation management

contractor invoices. However, it did not provide copies of contracts or

other invoice documentation until oPC sought this information in

discovery; even then, those responses were incomplete and OpC had to

eDirect Testimony of Manuel Miranda atp.6.
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19 The Company's request for cost recovery does not comply with the Rule in certain

20 important respects and is overstated. My methodology conclusions are as follows.

21 1. The Company failed to limit its request to incremental costs, an

22 overarching requirement of the Rule. Instead, the Companyeffectively

23 circumvented the limitations on recovery set forth in the Rule bv

r0 The Company agreed to perform its own audits of future storm costs in the Stipulation and Settlement
Agreement approved by the Commission in Docket No.20180049-EI.

13

issue further discovery to obtain all contracts, all invoices, and allother

relevant information.

8. The Company's invoice copies by document number are not organized

to group invoices by vendor. The Binder file folder structure utilized

by Gulf Power Company in Docket No. 20190038-EI provides a

superior format that groups invoice copies by vendor and makes it

administratively easier to cross reference contractor invoices to the

vendor contracts, purchase orders, and rate sheets.

9. In accordance with the Commission Order approving the settlement

agreement in Docket No. 20180049-EI, FPL performed its own audit of

contractor invoices and disallowed $12.459 million in line and

vegetation management contractor charges that were billed to the

Company.l0The disallowances were not included in the Company's

storm costs.
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utilizing the Reserve to recover the entirety ofthe storm costs it incurred

and charged to base O&M expense.

The company failed to remove all straight time payroll costs (straight

time payroll) and related costs from the storm costs, as required by the

Rule.

The company failed to remove the non-incremental portion of overtime

payroll and related costs from the storm costs, as required by the Rule.

The company objected to and refused to provide the overtime payroll

and related costs included in the base revenue requirement or the historic

costs in response to OPC discovery.ll

The company failed to remove line contractor,,costs that normally

would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the

absence of a storm," which is a requirement set forth in the Rule. The

company objected to and refused to provide the historic embedded line

contractor costs in response to opc discovery.l2 The commission has

previously utilized a three year historic average to quanti$z and exclude

vegetation management contractor costs "that normally would be

charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses,'if, in fact, the

historic average is greater than the vegetation management costs in the

rl-Response to IntenogatoryNo. 37 in oPC's Second Set oflnterrogatories, a copy ofwhich is attached as ExhibitLK.2.
ttl"tpo-ttf" to-Interrogatory No' 7 in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories and to Interrogatory No. 44 in OpC,s

second Set of Interrogatories, copies ofwhich are attachea as sxhitit LK-:.

2.

a
J.

4.

I4
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2

month of the storm, excluding storm costs from the average and from

the month of the current storm for which recovery is sought.

5. The company failed to remove materials and supplies "costs that

normally would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating

expenses in the absence of a storm." The company claims that the

three-year historic average of materials and supplies expense was less

than the amount actually expensed, excluding the storm costs charged

to base O&M expense, so no adjustment was necessary in this

proceeding.l3

6. The amounts charged by the company to base o&M expense included

estimated costs that had not yet been finalized or paid.

aJ

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0
11

t2

13 C. Disallowance Conclusions

14 The Company's storm costs charged to base O&M expense were excessive due to

15 processes that failed to minimize costs, methodologies, and other recording and

16 processing enors that overstated the charges to base O&M expense and improperly

17 depleted the Reserve.

18 The following table summarizes the excessive costs included in FPL's request

19 and provides the basis for my recommendation to disallow or otherwise remove these

20 costs.

13 Response to Interrogatory No. l0 in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit
LK-4.
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Florida Power & Lrght Company
oPC's Adjustnents to Hurricane Dorian claimed costs frr Storm Restoration

Based on Costs Accumulated through May 31, 2020
($000s)

Retail

Total Jurisdictional

Costs Factor

Total Claimed Costs Assocbted with Storm Restoration
(Per FPL Filing Exhibit DH- 1, Line 52)

OPC Recommended Adjustrnents

Remove Regular Payroll Costs

Remove Norrlncremental Overtime Payroll Costs
Remove Non-Incremental Line Contactor Costs
Remove Estimated Amoufs

Total OPC Adjustnents to Claimed Costs

OPC Maximum Restoration Costs for Hurricane Dorian

238,360

(1,883)

(2,314)
(2,589)
(3,143)

99.8r%

OPC

Adjusted

Recoverable

Amourt

237,996

98.43yo (1,853)

98.12% (2,271)
99.99% (2,588)

99.99% (3.142\

(9,855)

228,041

4

5

6q.
7

84.

9

IV. PROCESS ISSUES

A. Storm Costs Are Evcessive ComFared to Actual System Damase and Customer
Interruntions

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE SYSTEM DAMAGE AND CUSTOMER

INTERRUPTIONS CAUSED BY HURRICANE DORIAN.

Hurricane Dorian did not make landfall in the Company's service territory; however,

it did bring hunicane force winds up the East Coast of Florida and feeder bands

t6
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13

t4

15

t6

t7

l8

impacted FPL's service territory from Monday September 2,2019 through Wednesday

September 4,2019.14

Despite the hurricane force winds and feeder bands that impacted FPL's service

territory, the Company incurred relatively minimal damage to its transmission and

distribution assets and relatively few outages in comparison to the size of its system

and the total number of customers on its system. The Company prepared a Report that

described the damage to its assets, the extent of the outages, and compared the

performance of its assets that had been storm hardened to those that had not been

hardened.l5

The Report describes the storm characteristics and weather, the pre-landfall and

actual storm paths, transmission line and substation performance, distribution

performance (poles, feeders, laterals, transformers, pad-mounted switches), smart grid

performance, customer intemrptions due to vegetation, and the effects of the

Company' s hardening progftlms.

In general, the Company's system performed well, especially the assets that

were storm hardened and protected, and benefitted from the Company's vegetation

management activities, all of which minimized the damage to the system assets and

minimized customer interruptions, both in terms of the number of outages and the

ra Response to POD No. 22 in OPC's First Request for Production of Documents, a copy of which is attached as

Exhibit LK-5 for ease of reference. The full attachment is the Hurricane Dorian Power Delivery Performance
Report ("Report") [Bates p. 024892-024944] dated May 8, 2020. See Report at p. 8 of Exhibit LK-5 [Bates p.
0248e81.

t5 Id.

t7
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duration of those outages. The Report provided the following swnmary of the system

performance and outage effects on customers:16

Results: 60.9% (112.5K) of customers restored in one day, l00Yo
(184.6K) in three days (impacted).17 Average customer outage was 78
minutes. This was a three day event, but according to the Carver data,
we did not have any customers out longer than24 hours, so essentially
100% of the customers were restored within one day.

FPL Transmission System and Substations performed well in Dorian
with no significant damage to the BES (Bulk Electric System). FPL
experienced 0 pole failures and 3 line sections out. In addition, there
was no substations out or major substation equipment damages.
Protective relay systems and breakers were called on to clear 5 relay
events with 0 mis-operations (0%). This is well below the 8%o NERC
avefage.

FPL Distribution System performed well in Dorian and demonstrated
that the investments in the Distribution Feeder Hardening Program, Pole
Inspection Program (PIP) and Smart Grid are providing benefits. The
system performed as designed and greatly helped to reduce severe
damage, duration of restoration and provided the ability for the grid to
self- heal. These investments were key to the speed of storm restoration.

Distribution pole damage was primarily due to vegetation falling into
FPL poles or lines with 5 out of the 8 (67%) poles down. In addition,
there were no feeder poles down primarily due to the hardening efforts
and the inspections of the non-hardened poles. 38% (3 out of 8) of poles
down were ATT.

Underground Feeders experienced no outages. Overhead Hardened
Feeders performed significantly better than non-Hardened Feeders;
however, non-Hardening feeders still benefitted from the Pole
Inspection Program (PIP) which has resulted in the replacement of over
87,000 poles and reinforcement of over nearly 57,000 poles since the
inspection program began in 2006.

Underground Laterals performed 10.6X better than Overhead Laterals
with vegetation (4lYo of Trouble Tickets) being the leading cause of
Overhead Lateral outages. FPL's next step for grid hardening, Storm

16 See Report at p. 7 of Exhibit LK-5 [Bates p. 024597].
i7 The acfual number of customers who experienced outages was over 162,000; some experienced more than one

outage. See Report at p. 9 of Exhibit LK-5 [Bates p. 024899]. See also the response to POD No. 20 in OPC's
First Request for Production of Documents, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit LK-6.
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a.

Secure LateralUndergrounding program, which began in 201g,
experienced no outages.

Smart Grid provided benefits with AFS (Automated Feeder Switches)
self-Healing operations avoiding 3 7K customer Intemrptions.

ARE THE STORM COSTS INCURRED BY THE COMPANY EXCESSIVE

COMPARED TO THE LIMITED DAMAGE AND RELATIVELY FEW

CUSTOMER INTERRUPTIONS?

Yes. The magnitude of the storm costs compared to the minimal damages and

relatively few customer intemrptions is cause for concern, not only with respect to this

storm, but also with respect to future storms, especially as the Company implements

additional storm hardening and storm protection plans and programs approved by the

Commission.

WHAT ARE YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS IN RESPONSE TO THIS

CONCERN?

Our recommendations are detailed in each of the following subsections of this section

of my testimony; however, they address improvements in the planning process and in

the implementation of the actual storm response, as well as providing an incentive or

stake in the recovery of storm costs, and other recommendations to improve the post-

storm review of contractor invoices.

SHOULD THE COMPANY OPTIMIZE THE SCOPE, AND MINIMIZE THE

COSTS' OF ITS RESPONSES TO REFLECT THE CONTINUOUS

A.

a.

A.

22
23
24

2s a.

26
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A.

HARDENING AND PROTECTION OF ITS SYSTEM ASSETS AND

REDUCTIONS IN VEGETATION EXPOSURE?

Yes. The reality is that, as FPL completes its investments and expands its vegetation

management to improve the resiliency of the system through storm hardening and

storm protection activities approved by the Commission, the scope of the Company's

storm responses, both in planning and implementation, and the cost of the responses

should be significantly and continuously reduced. The Company and other utilities

have claimed in multiple proceedings that these significant hardening and protection

investments and vegetation management expenses are justified, at least in part, through

savings and reliability improvements due to significant and continuous reductions in

physical storm damages and fewer and less severe outages. Indeed, in its Report, FpL

repeatedly cites the various storm hardening and protection programs it already has

implemented as the reasons for no or minimal physical damage to the hardened assets

compared the non-hardened assets.l8Thus, this should result in lower storm costs in

response to future storm events, not the same or even increased costs.

HAS THE COMPANY PROYIDED ANY EVIDENCE THAT IT ATTEMPTS

TO MATCH THE RESOURCES IT ACQUIRES AHEAD OF A STORM TO

THE POTENTIAL DAMAGE AND OUTAGE RISKEXPOSURE FROM THAT

STORM?

No. The Company provided no evidence that it intentionally and systematically

performs comprehensive assessments of its system risk exposures in order to optimize

lsSeeReport atpp.6,7,28,and29ofExhibitLK-5 [Bates pp.024896,024897,024g1g,and024919].

a.

A.

20
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the resources necessary to respond to a storm and to minimize the cost of that

response.l9

HAS THE COMPANY PERFORMED ANY ASSESSMENT AND/OR STUDY

THAT DOCUMENTS, ANALYZES, OR ESTIMATES THE AMOUNT OF

STORM COST SAVINGS THE COMPANY WAS ABLE TO ACHIEVE

BECAUSE OF THE STORM HARDENING AND PROTECTION ACTIVITIES

PERFORMED PRIOR TO HURRICANE DORIAN?

No.20

WHAT ARE YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS?

The Company should adopt written policies that describe and require it to assess the

potential physical damages and outage risk exposures from storms at least annually

before the storm season, incorporate ongoing improvements in storm hardening and

storm protection since the last assessment, and then incorporate the results of these

assessments into all storm planning and implementation processes, including the

determination of resource requirements, procurement of external resources,

mobilization, demobilization, and all other logistics.

In addition, the Company should adopt written policies that describe and require

it to optimize the allocation of internal resources and acquisition of external resources

necessary to respond to the potential physical damages and outage risk exposures

identified in its periodic assessments of those risk exposures.

le The Company's damage assessment modeling appears to be focused primarily on ensuring that resources are
positioned to appropriate areas based on real-time assessments of potential and actual damage and outages.

20 Response to Interrogatory No. 2l in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit
LK-7.
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HAS THE COMPANY PROVIDED ANY EVIDENCE THAT IT PLANS OR

IMPLEMENTS ITS STORM RESPONSE IN ORDER TO MINIMIZE COSTS?

No' To the contrary, the Company acknowledges that minimi zingthestorm costs is

not a planning or implementation objective.2l

WHY IS THAT IMPORTANT?

It is important because it affects the total costs of the storm response and the costs that

customers pay through the ratemaking process, regardless of whether the recovery is

obtained through the storm account and a storm surcharge or through the Reserve, as

is the case in this proceeding. FPL ultimately is reimbursed by customers for the

entirety of its prudent and reasonable storm costs through the ratemaking process.

The Company has an obligation to act prudently and reasonably to repair

damage and restore service within a reasonable period of time. However, this must be

balanced against the costs of doing so. The Company also has an obligation to act in

an intentional manner to prudently and reasonably minimize costs. This requires more

than an after-the-fact review ofvendor invoices for resources that have been mobilized.

It requires the adoption, communication, and implementation ofpolicies to achieve this

objective before resources are mobilized.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

a.

A.

a.

A.

a.

2l Direct testimony of Manuel Miranda atp. 6.

22



Minimi-- Storm Costs

HAS THE COMPANY PROVIDED EVIDENCE THAT IT ASSIGNS AND/OR

ACQUIRES RESOURCES THROUGH A PRUDENT AND REASONABLE

MIX oF ITS owN EMPLOYEES, AFFILIATE coMpAI{ycoNTRAcToRS,

MUTUAL ASSISTANCE CONTRACTORS, AND THIRD-PARTY

CONTRACTORS IN A MANNER THAT MINIMIZES STORM COSTS?

No' FPL provided no evidence that it intentionally assigned internal, and acquired

external, resources in a manner that minimized storm costs. The storm costs include

mobilization and demobilization costs, including travel and standby costs, and

restoration costs. Affiliate costs tend to be the lowest. Mutual assistance costs tendto

be the next lowest, although it depends greatly on the contract terms and mutual

assistance company's determinations of its costs. The other third-parfy contactor costs

tend to be greater than affiliate and mutual assistance costs, although there are

exceptions.

FPL relied primarily on third party contractors rather than its own employees,

affiliate company contractors, or mutual assistance contractors, all of which may have

provided lower cost alternatives compared to higher cost third-party contractors. In

comparison to FPL' Duke appears to have relied more heavily on its own employees,

1A.

2

The Company should adopt written policies that

implement its storm damage and outage responses

describe and require it to plan and

to minimize costs.
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2

affiliate companies, and mutual assistance companies than on other third-party

contractors when it responded to Hurricane Dorian.22

PLEASE COMPARE THE COMPANYOS USE OF AFFILIATES, MUTUAL

ASSISTAIICE COMPANIES, AND OTHER THIRD.PARTY LINE

CONTRACTORS.

A. The Company incurred only $0.448 million for line contractors (total Company)

provided by Gulf Power Company, the only affiliate utility company in geographic

proximity. It incurred $8.462 million for line contractors provided by six mutual

assistance companies.23 It incurred $129.583 mittion (total Company) for line

contractors from 87 other third party vendors.

In addition, most of the costs incurred for line contractors from the mutual

assistance companies were from geographically distant companies, such as

Commonwealth Edison and National Grid, which resulted in significant mobilization

and demobilization costs compared to actual storm restoration costs for those line

contractors. Sixty percent of the Company's costs incurred for line contractors from

mutual assistance companies were charged by these two companies alone. More

specifically, Commonwealth Edison is located in northern Illinois. It charged the

Company $2.605 million (total Company) in storm costs, which included an allocation

of that utility's administrative and general expenses that significantly increased the

22 Docket No. 20 190222-EL
23|9sgon1e to Interrogatory No. l8 in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit

LK-8' Copies of invoices for verification purposes were also provided in the Confidential response to pOD No.
15 in OPC's First Request for Production ofDocuments. I have not attached copies ofthose invoices as exhibits.
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costs charged to FPL.2a National Grid is located in upstate New york and

Massachusetts. It charged the Company fi2.4g|million (total Company) in storm costs.

FPL failed to utilize other mutual assistance companies located in closer

geographic proximity, such as Southern Company, which has utilities located in

Georgia and Alabama' or Entergy Corp., which has utilities located in Mississippi and

Louisiana.

HAS THE COMPANY PROVIDED EVIDENCE THAT IT MINIMIZED THE

STORM COSTS THROUGH CAREF'UL MOBILIZATION AND

DEMOBILIZATION OF ITS CONTRACTORS?

No' Various third-party contractors were mobilized starting on August 30, 2020.

Contractor crews traveled primarily from August3},2020through August 3I,2020.

The pre-landfall path and the forecasted landfall continued to change until September

2,2020, the date when hurricane force winds hit the East coast of Florida and feeder

bands impacted the company's service territory. However, by the morning of

September 5,2020,the storm no longer posed athreatto FPL's service territory.25 The

Company demobilized only three third-party contractors who were in transit prior to

arrival at assigned staging a.reas even as the potential risks of damage to system assets

and customer interruptions declined. In addition, the Company unnecessarily delayed

the demobilization of numerous contractors even as it determined that the actual

24 In addition to non-labor related charges of $0.406 million (total Company), Commonwealth Ediso:r charged$0'763 mill-ion (tofal companv)1n ittuigttt-ii*" and overiime laboiani-an 
"dditil;11-430 

million (totalcompany) for labor overheads. These overhef{ pryes*t a tssz" adder to til acfi tlior crrarges. These
$*e"t. are detailed. in the invoice copy suppliea i" trr" C""na"rii"r-*rpil; pgfrfi:js io opc,. ri*Request for Production 

9f 
D.o-.y:ltiitates pp 030747-03074r.j inuu" atrached a copy "fd 

"firr;';;;-;
ofthat invoice as Confide,ntial ExhibitlK-g. 

-
2s Direct testimony of Manuel Miranda atp.20.
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physical damages to system assets and customer interruptions were minimal.

Demobilization of most external resources did not begin until September 5, 2020.26

IS THERE A SEQUENCE THAT A UTILITY NORMALLY SHOULD

FOLLOW IN THE USE OF AFFILIATES, MUTUAL ASSISTANCE

CONTRACTORS, AND THIRD-PARTY CONTRACTORS IN ORDER TO

MINIMIZE COSTS?

Yes. The sequence normally would be based on availability and cost, including the

cost of mobilization and demobilization(travel time and equipment) and other terms

and conditions of the contracts. Assuming availability, the typical sequence would be

affiliates first, then mufual assistance contractors, then regional third-party contractors,

and then other third-party contractors.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

The Company should adopt written policies that describe and require it to plan and

implement the assignment of internal resources and the acquisition of external

resources in a manner that minimizes storm costs.

DOES THE COMPAIIY HAVE AN INCENTIVE TO MINIMIZE STORM

COSTS?

No.

IS THAT A PROBLEM, AND IF SO WHY?

26 Refer to the charges by day provided in the Confidential Excel vendor workbooks submitted with the petition.
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A. Yes. If a utility has no direct interest or stake in minimizing storm costs, then its

primary, and perhaps, only objective is to restore service as quickly as possible without

consideration ofthe costs that are incurred. In fact, FPL states that its primary objective

is to restore service as quickly as possible, although it claims that it attempts to do so

efficiently.27

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

I recommend that the Commission adopt a ratemaking incentive to ensure that FpL is

focused on continuous improvement in planning and implementation and other

processes to minimize costs before costs for a specific storm are incurred, contractors

are mobilized, and invoices are issued by the contractors and paid by the Company.

This is particularly important as FPL incurs billions of dollars in additional storm

hardening and protection investments and vegetation management, the entirety of

which will be recovered from customers through riders, such as the Storm protection

Program Cost Recovery Mechanism approved by the Commission earlier this year.

There are different forms that this incentive could take. For example, the incentive

could take the form of no return on storm costs if the storm costs are deferred to the

storm account. As another example, the incentive could be to apply a 90%o or 95o/o

"recovery factor" that results in a sharing of storm costs 90o% or 95yoto customers and

lUYo or 5%o to the Company, if the storm costs are charged to base O&M expense and

the Company otherwise would recover the costs and a return on the costs through the

Reserve. In this case, the Company would be allocated $11.895 million (5%o) to

a.

A.

27 Direct Testimony of Manuel Miranda at pp. 14-15.
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$23.790 million ($10%) and customers would be allocated$;214.107 million (90%) to

$226.001million (95%), all else equal and before any other disallowances.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE COMPANY'S FILING AND COSTS CLAIMED

FOR RECOVERY.

On June 29,2020, FPL filed its Petition, Direct Testimonies of Mr. Manuel Miranda,

Mr. David Hughes, and Ms. Clare Gerard, and confidential materials in support of its

Petition. The Company summarized its request on Exhibit DH-l attached to theDirect

Testimony of Mr. Hughes and provided the Excel workbook used to develop Exhibit

DH-I. The confidential materials consisted of Excel workbooks that included invoice

information for its line and vegetation management contractors and travel loss.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE CONTRACT AND INVOICE SUPPORT

INCLUDED IN THE EXCEL WORI(BOOKS THAT WERE PROVIDED BY

THE COMPANY WITH ITS NOTICE OF F'ILING.

FPL provided 110 confidential Excel sunmary workbook files with detailed costs and

summaries for its embedded and non-embedded line and vegetation management

contractors.28 These contractor costs comprised $162.463 million of the $240.564

million in total Company costs incurred by FPL,2e after reductions for disallowances

resulting from its own audit of the contractor invoices, but before reductions for costs

28 There were 87 Confidential Excel files related to line contractors and 23 related to vegetation management

^^contractors 
provided by the Company as part of itspetition.

2eFPL Exhibit DH-t at line 10.
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capitalized to plant and reductions to reflect its interpretation of incremental costs

pursuant to the Rule. The outside line contractor costs are $129.583 million total

Company, while the vegetation management contractor costs are $32.880 milliontotal

Company.

In addition, FPL provided copies of contracts, purchase orders, and other

supporting documents in response to OPC discovery that were used to cross-reference

authorized unit rates for the line and vegetation management contractors included in

the Excel workbooks and for the majority of the other vendors utilized.30

Finally, FPL provided copies of all invoices over $10,000 in response to OpC

discovery for all other outside contractors, mutual assistance companies, vehicle and

fuel vendors, and logistics vendors utilized in the Company's storm response.3l FpL

supplied these invoice copies in electronic scanned format as individual files and with

supporting Excel files when available.

DID THE FILING PROVIDE ALL NECESSARY INFORMATION IN

SUFFICIENT DETAIL TO REVIEW AND AUDIT ALL STORM COSTS

INCURRED AND CHARGED TO BASE O&M EXPENSE?

30Confidential response to PoD No. 9 in oPC's First Request for Production of Documents and supplemented
for missing information in the Confidential responses to FOD Nos. 32, 33, and,34 in OpC,s Second Request for
Production of Documents.

3lConfidentialresponsetoPODNo. 
15inOPC'sFirstRequestforProductionofDocuments.
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A. No' The Company did not provide copies of any vendor contracts with its Notice of
Filing' Nor did it file any vendor invoices for those vendors that were not line and

vegetation management contractors with its Notice of Filing.

oPC had to attempt to obtain the missing information through discovery. The

Company still did not provide all of the missing information in response to opC,s

initial discovery. Thus, oPC had to attempt a second time to obtain the missins or

incomplete information through additional discovery.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

The commission should direct the company to provide a copy of all contracts and

detailed invoice information for line and vegetation management contractors, as well

as all other vendors, with its Notice of Filing. This will facilitate the ability of

commission staff, opc, and other parties to review the company,s storm costs.

WAS THE COMPANY'S FILE STRUCTURE EFFICIENT FOR AUDITING

THE INVOICES OTHER THAN THOSE FOR THE LINE AND VEGETATION

MANAGEMENT CONTRACTORS?

No' FPL's file structure is inefficient and makes it unnecessarily difficult to audit these

storm costs' As previously noted, the Company provided an Excel workbook that

allows the user to search for a document number for each invoice. FpL also provided

a group of file folders in which hundreds of invoices were provided as individual files

and simply named by document number. The individual files were not grouped or

identified by vendor. In order to perform an audit, it was necessary to visually search
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through the hundreds of files in these folders to search for individual document

numbers to find the invoice for review and anarysis purposes.

DO YOU HAVE A RECOMMENDATION THAT WOULD STREAMLINE

THE AUDIT PROCESS?

Yes. The Company should institute a Binder file structure similar to the one that was

used by Gulf Power Company in Docket No. 20190038-EI in which it sought recovery

ofthe costs it incurred in response to Hurricane Michael. In such a system, each vendor

is assigned a Binder number, which is referenced in the accounting system and used to

collect the vendor's invoices for processing and reference purposes. The Gulf power

Company file structure would facilitate the review of the invoices, improve the

efficiency of the auditing process, and potentially reduce the costs of the auditine

process for the company, commission staff, opc, and other parties.

PLEASE DESCRIBE FPL'S OW}[ AUDIT OF THE LINE AIID VEGETATION

MANAGEMENT CONTRACTOR INVOICES.

FPL developed and implemented a process to audit the line and vegetation management

vendor invoices, document exceptions, make reductions where appropriate, and ultimately

to authorize payments.32It provided the invoice detail and documented its review and

32 Dit""t Tt'timony ofManual Miranda at p. 35. The company provided additional detail in the Direct Testimony
of Clare Gerard atpp.7-12.
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disallowances in the confidential Excel workbooks that it provided for the line and

vegetation management contractors.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE EXCEL VENDOR FILES SUPPLIED BY THE

COMPAI{Y FOR THE LINE AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT

CONTRACTORS.

The line and vegetation management contractor costs detailed in these Excel files

comprise almost 68% of the total storm costs. The Excel files consist of linked multi-

worksheet tab files and provide extensive detail. The files include separate worksheet

tabs that outline the rates ofpay for each employee and for separate equipment charges

for the vegetation management vendors.

The rates of pay for each of the line contractors are provided on a separate

worksheet tab in each vendor file on a blended rate basis separately for work hours and

for mobilization/demobilization hours for both regular and overtime hours. The same

rate per hour was paid for each contactor employee, regardless of the level of expertise

of each individual position. These hourly rates include equipment charges for thework-

related hours and equipment and vehicle fuel and related costs for the

mobilization/demobilization-related hours. The hourly rates paid for

mobilization/demobilization are generally greater than those paid for norrnal work hours.

The rates of pay for each of the vegetation management contractors and the

equipment used are also provided on a separate worksheet tab in each vendor file.

Those hourly rates are detailed by position expertise, are separated between hourly

regular and overtime labor and equipment rates, and are not distinguished between

work hour and mobilizationJdemobilization rates. In each of the Excel vendor files on
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A.

the "Output" tab, hourly costs for each contractor employee are detailed by day and

split between regular time and overtime and then linked to the vendor rate sheets noted

above to determine the billed amount per day. Any separate lodging and fuel costs

were detailed on a separate "Outpu2u tab.

WAS THE COMPAIIY'S OWN AUDIT EFFECTIVE IN IDENTIFYING AND

EXCLUDING EXCESSIVE COSTS DUE TO CONTRACTOR INVOICES

THAT DID NOT COMPLY WITH CONTRACT TERMS?

Yes. The Company's own audit was effective and resulted in the disallowance of

$12.459 million, or 7 .7o/o, of the costs originally invoiced by the line and vegetation

management contractors that otherwise would have been included in the storm costs

charged to base O&M expense. The Company's audit of the invoices and individual

line items was systematic and comprehensive, although we noted additional exceptions

that we identified in our audit.

The Company compared the individual line items ofthe invoices to the relevant

vendor contract provisions and rate sheets, identified exceptions, followed-up withthe

contractors, and disallowed invoiced amounts that did not comply. The Company

reviewed the number of hours billed at each individual rate, the number of miles driven

as captured on the Travel Log versus the claimed hours during

mobilization/demobilization, and the claimed time versus approved timesheets.

In those instances when the claimed number of hours did not match conrract

provisions, Travel Log entries, or timesheets, the review team entered exception

amounts and reasons. The review team reduced invoice amounts and communicated

those reductions to the respective contractors or provided reasons why it did not do so,

aa
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all of which it documented in the Excel workbooks. There were some instances in

which the number of hours invoiced exceeded the 16 hour per day contract stated

nonns, although there were no explanations as to the reasons why they were not

reduced or why they were deemed acceptable. Nevertheless, those instances were few

and did not lead to a material overstatement of costs.

DID THE COMPANY LIMIT ITS CLAIMED COSTS TO INCREMENTAL

COSTS PURSUANT TO THE REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH IN THE RULE?

No. FPL failed to limit the costs charged to base O&M expense to the incremental

costs and failed to exclude all "costs that normally would be charged to non-cost

recovery clause operating expenses in the absence of a storm,'pursuant to the

requirements of the Rule.

First, the Company failed to exclude all straight time labor and related loadings

costs as required by the Rule. In direct contradiction of the Rule, the Company

excluded only a portion of the straight time labor and related loadings for non-cost

recovery clause operating expenses included in its 2019 budget.33 More specifically,

it excluded only 22o/o ofthe distribution straight time labor costs and I9o/o of thestraisht

time transmission labor costs.3a

33 Response to Interrogatory No. 35 in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit
LK-10.

34Exhibit DH-l attached to the Direct Testimony of DavidHughes.

V. METHODOLOGY ISSUES

A. ICCA Methodolog.v Limits Recovery to Incremental Costs

a.

A.
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Second, the Company failed to exclude line contractor "costs that normally

would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the absence of a

storm'" The Company objected and refused to provide this information in response to

oPC discovery, stating thatitwas irrelevant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.35 only the company has this

information. It is directly relevant to the review of its claimed storm costs to avoid

double recovery ofcosts that already are included either in the base revenue

requirement or in cost-recovery clause revenue requirements. These costs should be

treated no differently than the vegetation management costs.

Third' the Company failed to exclude the materials and supplies ..costs that

normally would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the

absence of a storm" pursuant to the ICCA limitations on materials and supplies costs

specifically set forth in the Rule. Only in response to OPC discovery did theCompany

provide the actual annual cost information necessary to calculate a three-year historic

average of these operating expenses in the absence of a storm.36 These costs shouldbe

treated no differently than the vegetation management costs.

DOES RULE 2s-6.0143(1xd), F.A.C., ALLow RECOVERY oF TMPRUDENT

OR UNREASONABLE COSTS?

"I"tpo-nl" toJnterrogatory No. 7 in oPC's First Set of Interrogatories and to Interrogatory No. 44 in opC,s

".*.ond 
Set of Interrogatories, copies of which are attachea as sxhiuit K-:.

'"-Kesponse to lnterrogatory No. 10 in oPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as ExhibitLK-4.

18 a.
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No. The Rule specifically states that "All costs charged to Accorxt' 22g.l

to review for prudence and reasonableness by the commission.,' Thus,

costs must be prudent and reasonable to qualify for ratemaking recovery.

are subject

all claimed
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C. Accruals for Estimated Costs Included In Storm Costs Charp,ed to BaseO&M

DID THE COMPAIIY'S CHARGES TO BASE O&M EXPENSE INCLUDE

ACCRUALS F'OR ESTIMATED COSTS?

Yes. FPL's claimed costs on Exhibit DH-l include estimated costs of $3.142 million

as of May 29,2020 that had not yet finalized, or paid when it filed its petition in this

proceeding. The Company now claims that the estimated accruals as of the end of

September 2020 are $3.6 million.3T

The estimated amounts as of May 29, 2020 werc detailed by vendor on a

separate worksheet tab entitled "Accrual Support" in the Exhibit DH-l workpaper file.

No separate copies of the invoices in question were provided by the Company to date

in response to OPC discovery, except for those that aheady had been frnalized.,

including disallowances. As ofthe end of September 2)2},nearlythirteenmonths after

the storm, the company still has not finalized the estimated costs.

DO YOU HAVE CONCERNS WITH SOME OF'THE AMOUNTS UTILIZED

BY THE COMPAI\TY IN ITs ESTIMATED ACCRUAL CALCULATION AND

ADDITION TO HURRICAN DORIAN STORM COSTS?

37 Response to Interrogatory No. 36 in oPC's First Set of Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached as ExhibitLK-l1.
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A. Yes. I question the validity of several of the estimated amounts for different reasons.

The vendors and related amounts below are derived from the confidential workpapers

and invoice support copies provided by the Company.

FPL included in its accruals $0.519 million total Company for a Storm Services

Engineering LLC ("Storm Services") invoice. Storm Services supplied damage

assessment services for FPL and billed the Company on invoice #2509 a total of

$1,908,253,71. The Company reviewed the billing and only set up payment for

$ 1,3 89,65 1.00. In the email string that accompanies the invoice copy,3s FpL personnel

indicated on May 27,2020 that it applied disallowances to the invoiced amount of

$518,602.99, which is the same amount that FPL added to its estimated accruals. The

Company should not have added the amount to its estimated accruals since it had

deemed the amount to be disallowed.

The Company included in its accruals $0.140 million total Company for

additional amounts on seventeen separate BHI Energy power services LLC (..BHI")

invoices that had also been previously considered to be disallowed. BHI supplied

patrol services to FPL during the storm restoration period. The services on these

invoices combined to a total of $528,749.72.The Company reviewed the billing and

only set up payment for $388,338.73. In the email strings associated with these invoice

copies,3e Company personnel indicated on April 29, 2020 that itapplied disallowances

to the invoiced amounts of $140,410.99, which is the same amount that FPL added to

$.The invoice copy and applicable emails were provided in the Confidential response to pOD No. 15 in OpC,s
FirstRequestforProductionofDocumentsatfiles*5103567354"and"510336T54_l- [Batespp.02gggg-
0289991. I have provided a copy of these pages as my confidential ExhibitlK-I2.

3e The applicable email correspondences were provided in the Confidential response to pOD No. 15 in OpC,s
FirstRequestforProductionofDocumentsatfiles"5l03520l14"and"5l03520l2T-[Batespp.027614-027615
and02763l-027632,respectivelyl. I have provided a copy of these pages as my ConfidentiaiBxtrlUit LK-13.
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its estimated accruals, The Company should not have added the amount to its estimated

accruals since it had deemed the amount to be disallowed.

The Company included in its estimated accruals $0.499 million total Company

for costs associated with *utilimap." The company has not supplied a copy of this

invoice(s) yet through discovery in order to justifu this additional amount. No other

invoices were entered or paid through May 2020 for this vendor. The amount should

be removed until proven justifiable.

The Company included in its estimated accruals $0.141 million total Company

for costs associated with Pike Enterprises Inc. (dba Pike Engineering). The Company

did supply an additional invoice copy for $+t,Zlg.SZa0that was not entered as of May

2020 into the accounting system. Only one other invoice for this vendor of $99,gT5.25

had been entered into the accounting system through the end of May 2020. The

additional estimated accrual amount for this company, above the additional invoice

copy amount provided, appears to be a double count. Since the Company has not yet

supplied a copy of this invoice(s) through discovery, the net amount of $0.093 million

should be removed until proven justifiable.

The Company included in its estimated accruals $0.761 million total Company

for costs associated with "Wilco", which presumably refers to the line contractor Wilco

Electrical LLC. Wilco Electrical LLC was one of the line contractors for which an

Excel file was provided to start the invoice payment process. That file indicated the

a0 The invoice copy was provided in the confidential response to poD No.
Production of Documents at files "510365709g,, [Bates pp. ozsose-02903g].
pages as my Confidential ExhibitLK-14.

15 in OPC's First Request for
I have provided a copy ofthese
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a.

A.

total payment for that vendor was only $300,23 8. I 6. Several other small invoices were

processed for Wilco Electrical LLC, but there is no indication they are related to the

large accrual amount. The Company has not supplied a copy of this invoice(s) yet

through discovery in order to justiS this additional amount. No other invoices were

entered or paid through May 2020 for this vendor. The amount should be removed

urtil proven justifiable.

The Company included in its estimated accruals $0.078 million total Company

for costs associated with Service Electric Company. This was one of the line

contractors for which an Excel file was provided to start the invoice payment process.

That file indicated that the total payment for that vendor was $t7g,ggz.gg. The

Company has not supplied a copy of this invoice(s) yet through discovery in order to

justify this additional amount. The amount should be removed until provenjustifiable.

The Company included in its estimated accruals $0.061 million for costs

associated with Enercon Services,Inc. The Company has not supplied a copy of this

invoice(s) yet through discovery in order to justiS, this additional amount. Other

invoices were processed already for this vendor amounting to $143,25g.25. The

amount should be removed until proven justifiable.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION REGARDING THE ESTIMATED

AMOUNTS?

I recommend that estimated costs of $3. 142 millionbe disallowed unless and until they

ate frnalized and justified, subject to the potential disallowance for the concerns related

to specific vendors that I described. The costs related to the specific vendors sum to

$2.151 million.
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VI. DISALLOWANCE ISSUES

2 A. Non-Incremental Costs

3 Q. HAVE YOU REFLECTED AN ADJUSTMENT ON THE TABLE IN THE

4 SUMMARY SECTION OF YOUR TESTIMONY TO REMOVE THE

5 COMPANY'S CALCULATION OF NON-INCREMENTAL COSTS FROM

6 THE CHARGES TO BASE O&M EXPENSE?

7 A' Yes. As I previously discussed, the Rule makes no distinction between the storm costs

8 recoverable through the storm account and a storm surcharge compared to charging the

9 costs to base O&M expense and recovering them through the Reserve. The inherent

10 disincentive in the form of a reduction in the earned return on equity if the storm costs

11 are charged to base O&M expense is not present in this proceeding given the

12 Company's use of the Reserve to recover its storm costs and its failure to apply, let

13 alone properly apply, the ICCA set forth in the Rule.

14

15 A. ARE CUSTOMERS IIARMED IF THE NON-INCREMENTAL STORM

16 COSTS ARE CHARGED TO BASE O&M EXPENSE AND RECOVERED

17 THROUGH THE RESERVE?

18 A' Yes. The Company identified and quantified the storm costs in total and the

19 incremental costs pursuant to its interpretation ofthe Rule. Neither the non-incremental

20 costs nor the incremental storm costs would have been incurred in the absence of

2l Hurricane Dorian. The Rule limits recovery to the incremental costs.

22 If the Company had utilized the storm surcharge for recovery, it would not have

23 recovered the non-incremental costs. That is appropriate because the base revenues

40
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already provide recovery of the non-incremental costs. Likewise, it is appropriate to

limit the recovery ofthe storm costs through the Reserve to the incremental storm costs

because the base revenues already include recovery of the non-incremental costs. Ifthe

non-incremental costs are charged to base o&M expense, then the company recovers

those costs through the base revenue requirement and also recovers them through the

Reserve, effectively recovering the same costs twice due solely to the availability and

use of the Reserve.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE REMAINING REGULAR PAYROLL AND

RELATED COSTS INCLUDED IN THE COMPANY'S CLAIMED COSTS.

The Company included $1.883 million total Company, or $1.853 million on a retail

jurisdictional basis, in regular payroll and related costs in its claimed costs after

reduction for "non-incremental,, costs.al

HAVE YOU EXCLUDED THESE REMAINING REGULAR PAYROLL AND

RELATED COSTS FROM TIIE COMPANY'S CLAIMED COSTS?

Yes' I excluded the remaining regular payroll and related costs as a disallowance on

the table in the Summary section of my testimony.a2

a.

A.

a.

A.

4r Direct Testimony of David Hughes at pp. 18-19 and Exhibit DH-l at p. I various lines. The company startedwith the assessment of total company rigular payroll and related costs on 1ne2 of $2.g.52 million and removedits assessment of non-incremental costs on line 27 of 51.065 million to determine incremental regular payrolland related costs of $1.883 million as reflected on line40.o'h?-effect of my recommendation amounts to a reduction of the company,s request by $1.g53 million on aretail jurisdictional basis.
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PLEASE DESCRIBE THE OVERTIME PAYROLL AND RELATED COSTS

INCLUDED IN THE COMPANY'S CLAIMED COSTS.

The Company included $9.257 million total Company, or $9.0g3 million on a retail

jurisdictional basis, in overtime payroll and related costs in its claimed costs. It

reflected no reduction for "non-incremental" costs.43 The Company unilaterally claims

that the entirety of the overtime payroll and related costs is incremental, although the

base revenue requirement incrudes overtime payroll and related costs.

DID YOU ATTEMPT TO DETERMINE THE OVERTIME PAYROLL AND

RELATED COSTS INCLUDED IN THE BASE REVENUE REQUIREMENT

AND ACTUALLY INCURRED HISTORICALLY?

Yes' The Company objected to and refused to provide the amount included in the base

revenue requirement or historic amounts actually incurred in response to OpC

discovery' This information is necessary to quantify and exclude the costs that

"normally would be charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the

absence of a storm,"44 atequirement of the Rule. Therefore, the costs claimed by the

company for overtime payroll and related expenses is overstated.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

I recommend that the commission disall ow $2.27l million, or 25yo,of thecompany,s

claimed overtime payroll and related costs in the absence ofthe information to calculate

the non-incremental amount more precisely. The Company should not be rewarded

43ExhibitDH-l atp. l,lines 3 and,4l.
aaResponse to Interrogatory No. 37 in oPC's Second Set oflnterrogatories, a copy ofwhich is aftached as ExhibitLK-2. --- -o----'

a.

A.

a.

A.

a.

A.
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simply because it refuses to provide the information that only it has access to forthese

embedded and non-incremental costs.

The Commission could disallow the entirety of the claimed overtime payroll

and related costs due to the Company's refusal to comply with the requirements ofthe

Rule. Ifthe Company had complied with the requirements of the Rule, the incremental

amount would be recoverable, but the non-incremental account would not be

recoverable, regardless of whether the recovery is through a storm surcharge or a

charge to base O&M expense and recovery through the Reserve. I assume dthat 75yo

was incremental and 25Yowas non-incremental in lieu of the Company's assumption

and claim that l00Yo was incremental and 0o% was non-incremental.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE COSTS INCURRED FOR LINE CONTRACTORS

INCLUDED BY THE COMPANY IN ITS CLAIMED COSTS.

The Company included $129.533 million for line contractors in its claimed costs.as

The Company did not reduce these claimed costs by the "costs that normally would be

charged to non-cost recovery clause operating expenses in the absence of a storm.,, as

required by the Rule. Therefore, the costs claimed by the Company for the line

contractors are overstated.

HAVE YOU BEEN ABLE TO QUANTIFY THE LINE CONTRACTOR

"COSTS THAT NORMALLY WOULD BE CHARGED TO NON.COST

45 Exhibit DH-l at p. l, line 42, includes the costs of all contractors, not just line contractors. This amount is
based on the sum of line contractor costs derived from the applicable Excel vendor files supplied with the
Petition and does not include an adjustrnent to capitalize costs and is stated on a total Company basis.

a.

A.

a.
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A.

a.

A.

RECOVERY CLAUSE OPERATING EXPENSES IN THE ABSENCE OF A

STORM'?

No. As I previously noted, the Company objected to and refused to provide the historic

information necessary to quantifu these embedded costs in response to OPC discovery.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

I recommend that the Commission disallow $2.588 million, or 2.0%o of theCompany's

claimed line contractor costs. Certain of the line contractors were embedded

contractors, the cost of which is non-incremental, at least with respect to the cost of

these contractors at their normal hourly rates, including overtime hours. The embedded

contractor costs are included in the base revenue requirement.

The Company should not be rewarded simply because it refuses to provide the

information that only it has access to for these embedded costs. If the Company had

complied with the requirements of the Rule, only the incremental amount would be

recoverable, regardless of whether the recovery is through a storm surcharge or a

charge to base O&M expense and recovery through the Reserve. I assumedthat 98oh

was incremental and 2Yo was non-incremental in lieu of the Company's assumption

and claim that l00Yo was incremental and \Yo was non-incremental. The Company

utilizrcd 12 embedded line contractors and incurred $6.447 million in costs for these

contractors, including straight time and overtime. I estimate that the "normal" cost of

the ernbedded line contractors was approximately 2Yo to 5Vo of the Company's total

claimed third-party line contractor cost.

In addition, I recommend that the Commission direct the Company to provide

and exclude line contractor "costs that normally would be charged to non-cost recovery

44
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clause operating expenses in the absence of a storm" pursuant to the ICCA limitations

set forth in the Rule in future storm cost proceedings. The Commission should direct

the Company to quantify these costs using a three-year historic average similar to the

quantification of the three-year historic average used to exclude vegetation

management costs pursuant to the settlement in Docket No. 201g00 4g_Er.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE COSTS INCURRED F'OR MATERIALS AND

SUPPLIES INCLUDED IN THE COMPAI{Y'S CLAIMED COSTS.

The company included only $0.903 million total company for materials and supplies

costs in its claimed costs.a6 The company did not reduce the costs incurred for

materials and supplies by the "costs that normally would be charged to non-cost

recovery clause operating expenses in the absence of a storm" as specifically required

by the Rute' The materials and supplies expense recorded n 2019, excluding the

amount incurred and included in the storm costs, was greate r in2llgthan the average

incurred in the prior three years. This was due, in part, to the factthatthe materials and

supplies costs incurred for the storm were minimal due to the insignificant physical

damage to FPL's system. In other words, the company's failure to reduce the costs for

the historical average did not result in excessive charges to base o&M expense because

there was minimal damage to its system.

46ExhibitDH-latp' l,ltne34,lessreimbursementsinline3g.Thisamountdoesnotincludeanadjustmentto
capitalize costs or to reflect on a retailjurisdictional basis after gross-up for the regulatory assessment fee.

a.

A.
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A.

NEVERTHELESS, DO YOU HAVE A RECOMMENDATION?

Yes' I recommend that the Commission direct the Company to include an adjustment

in future storm cost proceedings based on a three-year historical average if it would

reduce the storm costs recoverable through the ratemaking process, regardless of the

form of the recovery.

HAVE YOU REFLECTED A DISALLOWANCE OF THE ESTIMATED

THIRD. PARTY CONTRACTOR COSTS THAT HAVE NOT YET BEEN

FINALIZED ON THE TABLE IN THE SUMMARY SECTION OF YOUR

TESTIMONY?

Yes' I recommend that the estimated third party contractor costs that have not been

frnalized and lack sufficient documentary evidence and support be disallowed for the

reasons discussed in prior sections of this testimony.

DID YOU IDENTIFY AI{Y CONCERNS WITH THE MUTUAL ASSISTANCE

LINE CONTRACTOR INVOICES IN ADDITION TO THE CONCERN WITH

THE SIGNIFICA}IT OVERI{EAD CHARGES ON TITE COMMONWEALTH

EDISON INVOICES?

a.

A.

a.

46
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Yes. National Grid charged 24 hours a day for most of the crews it provided and

charged additional hours as a "benefit cost" for,otime not worked.,,47

DID THE COMPANY REJECT AND DISALLOW ANY OF THESE COSTS?

No. In response to OPC discovery on these issues, FPL stated that ..[b]illing in this

manner is consistent with the mutual assistance company's compensation policy and

labor contract."48

ARE TITESE COSTS REASONABLE?

No.

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION?

I recommend that the Company discuss these billing concems with the mutual

assistance companies prior to the next storm and inform them that they will need to

justifu costs in future invoices that are unreasonable.

VII. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS.

I have separated my recommendations into process, methodology, and disallowance

categories. The process recommendations address certain problems in FpL,s

procurement and management processes that resulted in excessive costs, as well as its

faihne to timely file or otherwise provide all contracts and invoices earlier in this

proceeding. The methodology recommendations address the Company's failure to

correctly calculate the incremental storm-related costs pursuant to the requirements of

aJ

4

5

6

7Q.

8A.

ea.
10 A.

1l

12

13

l4

15 a.

t6 A.

t7

18

I9

20

2T

aTConfidential responses to Interrogatories 39 and 40 in oPC's Second Set of Interrogatories, copies of which
are attached as Confidential ExhibitlK_l5.

48 Id.

47
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the Rule' The disallowance recommendations address costs that were improperly

recovered through the Reserve and that should be restored to the Reserve.

The process recolnmendations address the process issues and problems identified in
my review. The process recommendations are as follows:

1' The company should adopt written policies that describe and require it
to assess the potential damage and outage risk exposures from storms at

least annually before the storm season to reflect improvements instorm

hardening and storm protection since the last assessment, and then

incorporate the results of these assessments into all storm planning and

implementation processes, including the determination of resource

requirements' procurement of external resources, mobilization,

demobilization, and other logistics.

2' The company should adopt written policies that describe and require it

to plan and imprement its storm damage and outage responses to

minimize costs.

3. The company should adopt written poricies that describe and require it

to optimize the allocation of internal resources and acquisition of
external resources necessary to respond to the potential damage and

outage risk exposures identified in its periodic assessments of those risk

exposures.

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

t2

13

t4

15

I6

t7

18

t9

20

2l

22

23
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4' The Company should perform an assessment of available resources at

least annually before the onset ofthe storm season to minimize the storm

costs through a prudent mix of its own employees, affiliate company

contractors, mutual assistance contractors, and third-party contractors.

5' The Company should adopt written policies that describe and require it

to minimize storm costs through careful management of the

mobilization of its contractors, including the acquisition and/or

development of optimizationsoftware.

6' The Company should adopt written policies that describe and require it

to minimize storm costs through careful management of the

demobilization of its contractors, including the acquisition and/or

development of optim izationsoftware.

7 ' The Commission should provide an incentive to minimize storm costs

and to ensure that the company is focused on continuous improvement

in planning and implementation and other processes to minimize costs

before costs for a specific storm are incurred, contractors are mobilized,

and invoices are issued by the contractors and paid by the company.

The incentive could take the form of a 90%o or 95yo*recovery factor,,

that shares storm costs 90oZ or 95Yo to customers and l0o/o or 5o/o to the

49
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company if the storm costs are charged to base o&M expense and the

company's earnings would otherwise be more than its authorized return

on equity. This also would reduce the return on the storm costs to the

extent that the recovery through the use of the Reserve is limited bythe

recovery factor.

8. The company shourd file copies of ail contracts, invoices, and other

supporting documentation, incruding, but not limited to, all details

regarding its own audit of contractor invoices and other costs, when it

files its request, instead of requiring commission Staffi opc or other

parties to seek this information through one or more rounds of

discovery.

9' The Company should restructure its invoice copy file folders as Binders

to group invoices by vendor, similar to the file structure utilized by Gulf

Power company in the information it provided in Docket No.

20190038-EI, in order to improve the efficiency of the review process

by streamlining the ability to cross reference vendor contracts, purchase

orders, rate sheets, and contractor invoices.

My methodology recommendations are as follows:

The commission should direct the company to exclude all costs that are not

demonstrably "incremental to costs normally charged to non-cost recovery clause

50
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operating expenses in the absence of a storm" and incremental to "the normal cost for

the removal, retirement and replacement of those facilities in the absence of a storm.,,

pursuant to the requirements set forth in the Rule.

l ' The Commission should disallow and direct the Company to exclude all straight

time labor (regular payroll) costs in future storm cost proceeding in accordance

with the prohibition against such costs set forth in the Rule.

2' The Commission should disallow and direct the Company to exclude the non-

incremental overtime payroll and related costs in futrne storm cost proceedings

in accordance with the requirements set forth in the Rule.

3. The commission should disallow and direct the company to provide and

exclude line contractor "costs that normally would be charged to non_cost

recovery clause operating expenses in the absence of a storm,, pursuant to the

ICCA limitations set forth in the Rule.

4' The Commission should direct the Company to provide and exclude materials

and supplies "costs that normally would be charged to non-cost recovery clause

operating expenses in the absence of a storm" pursuant to the ICCA limitations

set forth in the Rule.

5. The commission should exclude estimated costs that have not

yet been finalized or paid.

51



C. flisallowance Recom m endations

2 I recommend that the Commission disallow or otherwise remove at least $9.855 million

3 in excessive costs included in FPL's request. These costs are summarized in the table

4 in the preceding Disallowance Conclusions section of my testimony.

6 A. DOES THIS COMPLETE YOUR PREPARED DIRECT TESTIMOI\TY?

7 A. Yes.
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EDUCATION

University of Toledo, BBA
Accounting

University of Toledo, MBA

Luther Rice Universifv. MA

PROF'F'SSION AL CF'RTIFTC 
^ 

TTONS

Certified Public Accountant (CPA)

Certified Management Accountant (CMA)

PROF'ESSTONAI AF'FTI T^TTONS

American Institute of Certified Public Accountants

Georgia Society of Certified Public Accountants

Institute of Management Accountants

Society of Depreciation Professionals

Mr. Kollen has more than forty years of utility industry experience in the financial,rate, tax, and planning
areas. He specializes in revenue requirements analyses, taxes, evaluation of rate and financial impacts of
traditional and nontraditional ratemaking, utility mergers/acquisition and diversification. Mr. Kollen has
expertise in proprietary and nonproprietary software systems used by utilities for budgeting,rate case support
and shategic and financial planning.
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1986 to
Present: J. Kennedy and Associates. rnc.: Vice President and Principal. Responsible for utility

stranded cost analysis, revenue requirements analysis, cash flow projections and solvency,
financial and cash effects oftraditional and nonhaditional ratemaking,-and research, speating
and writing on the effects of tax law changes. Testimony befoie Connecticut, ftoriAa,
Georgi4 Indian4 Louisian4 Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Minnesota, New york, North
Carolin4 Ohio, Pennsylvani4 Tennessee, Texas, West Virginia and Wisconsin state
regulatory commissions and the Federal Energr Regulatory Commission.
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Exhibit LK-1
Page 2 of 38

Fnergv Management {ssociates: Lead Consultant.
Consulting in the areas of strategic and financial planning, traditional and nontraditional
ratemaking, rate case support and testimony, diversification and generation expansion
planning. Directed consulting and software development projects utili-ing pROSCR}EN II
and ACIIMEN proprietary software products. Utilized ACUMEN detailed corporate
simulation system, PROSCREEN II strategic planning system and other custom developed
software to support utility rate case filings including test year revenue requirements, iate
base, operating income and pro-forma adjustments. Also utiiized these software products for
revenue simulation, budget preparation and cost-of-service analyses.

The Toledo Fdison Company: planning Supervisor.
Responsible for financial planning activities including generation expansion planning, capital
and expense budgeting, evaluation oftax law changes, rate case strategy and suplort-and
computerized financial modeling using proprietary and nonproprietary software^products.
Directed the modeling and evaluation of planning alternatives inctuaing:

Rate phase-ins.
Construction project cancellations and write-offs.
Construction proj ect delays.
Capacity swaps.
Financing alternatives.
Competitive pricing for offisystem sales.
Sale/leasebacks.

1983 to
1986:

1976 to
1983:
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CT IF'NTS SF'RVF'N

Air Products and Chemicals, Inc.
Airco Industrial Gases
Alcan Aluminum
Armco Advanced Materials Co.
Armco Steel
Bethlehem Steel
CF&I Steel, L.P.
Climax Molybdenum Company
Connecticut Indusfial Enerry Consumers
ELCON
Enron Gas Pipeline Company
Florida Industrial Power Users Group
Gallatin Steel
General Electric Company
GPU Industrial Intervenors
Indiana Industrial Group
Indushial Consumers for

Fair Utility Rates - Indiana
Industrial Energy Consumers - Ohio
Kentucky Indushial Utility Customers, Inc.
Kimberly-Clark Company

Industrial Companies and Grouns

Lehigh Valley Power Committee
Maryland Industrial Group
Multiple Intervenors (New york)
National Southwire
North Carolina Industrial
Energy Consumers

Occidental Chemical Corporation
Ohio Energy Group
Ohio Industrial Energy Consumers
Ohio Manufacturers Association
Philadelphia Area Industrial Energy
Users Group
PSI Industrial Group
Smith Cogeneration
Taconite Intervenors (Minnesota)
West Penn Power Industrial Intervenors
West Virginia Energy Users Group
Westvaco Corporation

Regulatoro Commissions and
Goverrment a gencies

cities in Texas-New Mexico power company's Service Tenitory
Cities in AEP Texas Central Company,s Service Tenitory
Cities in AEP Texas North Company,s Service Territory
Florida Office of Public Counsel
Georgia Public Service Commission Staff
Gulf Coast Coalition of Cities
Indiana Office of Utility Regulatory Counsel
Kentucky Office ofthe Attorney General
Louisiana Public Service Commission
Louisiana Public Service Commission Staff
Maine Office of Public Advocate
New York State EnergyOffice
North Carolina Departrnent of Justice
Ohio Ofifice of Consumer Counsel
South Carolina Offrce of Regulatory Staff
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Texas Offrce of Public Utility Counsel



nElut I ttt ut Ldr ttt NUilEt I

Exhibit LK_1

Page 5 of 38

Allegheny Power System
Atlantic City Electric Company
Carolina Power & Light Company
Cleveland Electric Illuminating Co-purry
Delmarva Power & Light Company
Duquesne Light Company
General Public Utilities
Georgia Power Company
Middle South Services
Nevada Power Company
Niagara Mohawk power Corporation

Utilities

Otter Tail power Company
Pacific Gas & Electoic Company
Public Service Electric & Gas
Public Service of Oklahoma
Rochester Gas and Electric
Savannah Electric & power Company
Seminole Electric Cooperative
Southem California Edison
Talquin Elechic Cooperative
TampaElectric
Texas Utilities
Toledo Edison Company
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Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject
10/86

1 1/86

1286

1t87

3187

4t87

4t87

5t87

5t87

7t87

7t87

7t87

8t87

8t87

10t87

11t87

1t88

2t88

LA

LA

KY

tA
1 9th Judicial

District Ct.

WV

LA

NC

LA

LA

LA

WV

KY

MN

FL

CT

LA

19th Judicial
Dishict Ct.

KY

u-17282
Interim

u-17282
Interim Rebuttal

9613

u-17282
Interim

General Order 236

u-17282
Prudence

M-100

Sub113

86-524E-SC

U-17282Case
In Chief

U-17282Case
In Chief
Sunebuttal

u-17282
Prudence

Sunebuttal

86-524 E-SC
Rebuftal

9885

E{15/cR-87-223

870220-El

874741

u-17282

9934

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Publicservice
Commission Staff

Attomey General Div. of
Consumer Protection

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

West Virginia Energy
Userc'Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Stafi

North Carolina Indusfial
Energy Consumers

West VirBinia Energy
Users'Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

West Virginia Energy
Users'Group

Aftorney General Div. of
Consumer Protection

Taconite Intervenors

Occidental Chemical Corp.

Connecticut Industrial
Energy Consumens

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers

Gulf States Utilities

Gulf States Utilities

Big Rivers Electric
Corp.

Gulf States Utilities

Monongahela power

Co,

Gulf States Utilities

Duke Power Co.

Monongahela power

Co.

GuffStates Utilities

Guff States Utilities

Gutf States Utilities

Monongahela power

Co.

Big Rivers Electric
Corp.

Minnesota Power &
Light Co.

Florida Pouver Corp.

Connecticut Light &
Power Co.

Gulf States Utilities

Louisville Gas &
Electric Co.

Cash revenue requiremenb flnancial solvency.

Cash revenue requiremenb f,nancial solvency.

Revenue requirements accounting adjustments
financial workoul plan.

Cash revenue requiremenb, financial solvency.

Tax Reform Act of 1 
g86.

Prudence of River Bend 1, economicanalyses,
cancellation studies.

Tax Reform Act of 1 986.

Revenue requirements, Tax Reform Act of 19g6.

Revenue requirements, River Bend 1 phase_in plan,
fnancial solvency.

Revenue requirements, River Bend 1 phase_in plan,
financial solvency.

Prudenceof RiverBend ,1, 
economic analyses,

cancellation sfudies.

Revenue requiremenb, Tax Reform Act of 19g6,

Financial workout plan.

Revenue requhements, O&M expense, Tax Reform
Act 0f1986.

Revenue requirements, O&M expense, Tax Reform
Act of'1986.

Tax Reform Act of 1986.

Revenue requirements, River Bend 1 phase_inplan,
rate of return,

Economics of Trimble County, mmpletion.
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Date Jurisdict Party Utility Subject

FL

LA

6/89

7t89

881602-EU

890326-EU

u-17970

Talquin Electric
Cooperative

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Occidental Chemical Corp.

Georgia Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Enron Gas Pipeline

Enron Gas Pipeline

Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group

Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Florida Indusfial Power
Users Group

Florida Indusfial Power
Users Group

Louisiana PublicService
Commission

Kentucky Indushial Utility

Customers

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Multiple Intervenors

Talquir/City of
Tallahassee

AT&T

Communications of
Souh Central States

Houston Lighting &
Power Co.

Georyia PowerCo.

Gulf States Utilities

Texas-New Mexico
PowerCo.

Texas-New Mexim
Power Co.

Philadelphia Electric
(r.

Philadelphia Electric

Gulf States Utilities

Economic analyses, incremental mstof-service,
average customer rates.

Pension expense (SFAS No, 87), compensated
absences (SFAS No. 43), part32.

Cancellatjon cost remvery, tax expense, revenue
requrrements.

Promotional practices, advertising, economic
development.

Revenue requiremenb, detailed investigation.

Defened accounting treatrnent, saldleaseback.

Revenue requiremenb, imputed capital structure,
cash working capital.

Revenue requiremenb.

Revenue requiremenb, sale/leaseback.

Revenue requiremenb, detailed investigation.

Phas+in of River Bend 1, deregulated asset plan

O&M expenses, Tax Reform Act of 1 9g6.

O&M expenses, Tax Reform Act of19g6.

Fuel clause, gain on sale of utilityasets.

Revenue requirements, posftest year additions,
forecasted testyear.

Revenue requhements.

Incentive rEulation.

8/89 8555

8/89 3840-U

9/89 U-17282

Phase ll

Detailed

10/89 8880

10/89 8928

10/89 RS91364

1189 R{91364
12189 Sunebuttal

(2 Fitings)

1/90 U-17282

Phase ll
Detailed

Rebuttal

1/90 U-17282

Phase lll

3/90 890319-El

4t90 890319-El

Rebuttal

4/90 u-17282

9/90 90-158

12p0 u-17282
Phase lV

3/91 29327,et.at.

LA

TX

TX

PA

PA

LA

FL

LA

19t' Judicial

Distict Ct.

KY

LA

FL

NY

Gulf States Utilities

Florida Power & Light
Co.

Florida Power & Light
Co.

Gulf States Utilities

Louisville Gas &
Elecbic Co.

Gulf States Utilities

Niagara Mohawk
PowerCorp.
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Date Case Jurisdict Party Utility Subject

TX

PA

5/91

9/91

9/91 91-231-E-NC

11t91 U-17282

12191 91410-EL-A|R

12M PUC Docket

10200

5t92 910890-El

8t92 R{0922314

9t92 92{43

9t92 92032+El

9t92 39348

9t92 910840PU

9t92 39314

11p2 U-19904

11t92 8469

11t92 92-1715-AU-CO|

12t92 R40922378

Office of Public Utility

Counsel of Texas

Allegheny Ludlum Corp.,
Armco Advanced Materials
Co., The West Penn Power
Industrial Users' Group

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Air Produc$ and
Chemicals, Inc., Armco
Steel Co., General Electric
Co., Industdal Energy
Consumers

Ofice of Public Utility

Counsel of Texas

Occidental Chemical Corp.

GPU Industrial Intervenors

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Consumers

Florida Industrial Power
Users'Group

Indiana Indusfial Group

Florida Industrial Power
Users'Group

Industrial Consumers for
Fair Utility Rates

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Westuam Corp,, Eastalco
Aluminum Co.

Ohio Manufacfurers

Associaiion

Armco Advanced Materials
Co., The WPP Industrial
Intervenors

El Paso Electric Co.

West Penn Power
Co.

Monongahela Power
Co.

Gutf States Utilities

Cincinnati Gas &

Electric Co.

9945

P-91051 1

P-910512

Financial modeling, economic analyses, prudence of
Palo Verde3.

Recovery of CAM costs, least mst fl nancing.

Recoveryof CAAA costs, leastcostfi nancing.

Asset impairmen{ deregulated asset plan, revenue
requiremenb.

Revenue requiremenb, phasein plan.

WV

LA

OH

TX

FL

Texas-New Mexico
PowerCo.

Florida PowerCorp.

Metroplitan Edison

Generic Proceeding

Tampa ElectricCo.

Generic Proceeding

Generic Proceeding

Indiana Michigan

Power Co.

Gulf States Utilities

/Entergy Corp.

Potomac Edison Co.

Generic Proceeding

West Penn Power
Co.

Financial intErity, shategic planning, declined
business affiliations.

Revenue rEuirements, O&M expense, pension
expense, OPEB expense, fossil dismanfling, nuclear
decommissioning.

Incentive regulation, performance rewards, purchased
power risk, OPEB expense.

OPEB expense.

OPEB expense.

OPEB expense.

OPEB expense,

OPEB expense.

Merger.

OPEB expense.

OPEB expense.

Incentive rEulation, perfonnance rewards, purchased
power risk, OPEB expense.

PA

KY

FL

IN

FL

IN

LA

MD

OH

PA
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Date Gase Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject
12t92 u-19949 Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff
Soutir Central Bell

PhiladelphiaArealndustrial philadelphiaElectric

Energy Users'Group Co.

Maryland Indusfial Group Baltimore Gas &
ElectricCo,,

Bethlehem Steel
Corp.

lN pSl Indusfial Group PSI Energy, Inc.

Afiliate tansactions, cost allocatrons, mefger.

OPEB expense.
12t92 R40922479

3/93 92-11_11

3/93 u-19904
(Sunebuttal)

3/93 93{1_EL_EFC

3/93 EC92-21000

ER92{06{00

4/93 92-1464E1_A|R

4t93 EC92_21000

ER92{06{00
(Rebuttat)

9/93 93-113

9/93 92490,
92490A,
90-360-C

10/93 U-17735

4t94 u-20u7
(Sunebuttat)

4t94 U-20647
(Supplemental

Sunebuttal)

5t94 u-20178

MD1t93 8487

394981/93

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission Staff

OH Air produc,ts Armco Steel
Industrial Energy
Consumers

OPEB expense, defenedfuel, CWlp in rate base.

Refunds due to over-collection of taxes on Marble Hill
cancellation.

OPEB expense.

Merger.

Afi liate transactions, fu el.

Merger.

Revenue requirernenb, phas+in plan.

Merger.

Fuel clause and coal conhact refund.

Disallowances and restifution for excesive fuel msts,
illegal and improper paymenb, recovery of mine
ctosute cosb.

lgverye requirements, debt restructuring agreement,
River Bend cost recovery.

Audit and investigation into fuel crause costs.

Nuclear and fossil unit performance, fuel cosb, fuel
clause principles and guidelines

Audit and investigation into fuel crause costs,

Planning and quantiflcation issues of leastcost
intErated resource plan.

CT Connecticut Indushial Connecticut Light &
Energy Consumers powerCo

LA Louisiana public Service Gulf States Utilities
Commission Staff /Entergy Corp.

OH Ohio Industrial Energy Ohio power Co.
Consumen

Gutf States Utilities

/Entergy Corp.

Cincinnati Gas &
Electric Co.

FERC Louisiana public Service Gulf States UtilitiesCommission Entergy Corp.

KY Kentucky Industrial Utility Kentucky Utilities
Customers

KY Kentucky Industrial Utility Big Rivers Electric
Customers and Kentucky Corp.
Attomey General

LA Louisiana public Service Cajun Electric power
Commission Staff Cobperative

LA Louisiana public Service Gulf States Utilities
Commission Staff Co.

LA Louisiana public Service Guff States Utilities
Commission Staff Co.

LA Louisiana public Service Gulf States Utilities
Commission Staff Co.

Louisiana Public Service Louisiana power &
Commission Staff I ioht Co
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Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject

Initial PosfMerger
Eamings Review

9t94 U-17735

10/94 3905-U

5258-U

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Gulf States Utilities

Cajun Elechic Power
Cooperative

Soufiem Bell
Telephone Co.

Southern Bell

Telephone Co.

Gulf States Utilities

Co.

Cajun ElectricPower
Cooperative

Pennsylvania Power

& Light Co,

Southem Bell
Telephone Co.

Gutf States Utilities

Co.

BellSoutr

Telecommunications,

Inc.

Gulf States Utilities

Co.

Gutf Siates Utilities

Co. Division

Gulf States Utilities

Co.

u-19904

11p4 U-19904

Initial PostMerger
Eamings Review
(Sunebuttal)

11t94 U-17735
(Rebuttat)

4t95 R{0%3271

6/95 3905-U

Rebuttal

6/95 U-19904
(Dired)

10/95 95{2614

10/95 U-21485
(Direct)

11/95 U-19904
(Sunebuttal)

11/95 U-21485
(Supplemental

Direct)

1285 U-21485
(Sunebuttal)

1/96 95-299-EL-A|R

95-300-EL-AtR

496 PUCDocket
14965

5/96 95-485-LCS

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Siaff

GA Georgia Publicservice
Commission Staff

GA Georgia public Service
Commission Staff

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

PA PP&L Industial Customer
Alliance

GA Georgia Publicservice
Commission

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

TN Tennessee Office ofthe
Attomey General

Consumer Advocale

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

LA Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

River Bend phasein plan, deregulated asset plan,

capital structure, other revenue requirement issues.

G&T moperative ratemaking policies, exclusion of
River Bend, other revenue requirementissues,

Incentive rate plan, eamings review.

Altemative regulation, cosl allocation.

River Bend phas+in plan, deregulated asset plan,

capital structure, other revenue requhement issues.

G&T cooperative ratemaking policy, exclusion of
River Bend, other revenue requhemenl issues.

Revenue requiremenb. Fossil dismanfling, nudear
decommissioning.

Incentive regulation, aff liate hansactions, reven ue
requiremenb, rate refund.

Gas, mal, nuclear fuel costs, mntract prudence,
baselfuel realignment.

Affiliate transactions.

Nuclear 0&M, River Bend phasein plan, baselfuel
realignment, NOL and AlMin asset defered taxes,
other revenue requirement issues.

Gas, mal, nuclearfuel costs, mntractprudence,
baselfuel realignment.

Nuclear O&M, River Bend phasein plan, base/fuel
realignment" NOL and AltMin asset defened taxes,
other revenue requirement issues.

Competition, asset writeoft and revaluation, O&M
expense, other revenue requhement issues.

Nuclear decommissioning.

Stranded mst remvery, municipalization.

0H Industrial Energy

Consumers

TX ffice of Pubtic Utitity

Counsel

NM City of Las Cruces

The Toledo Edison

Co., The Cleveland
Electric llluminating

Co.

Central Power &
Light

El Paso Elecfic Co.
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7t96 8725 MD The Maryland Industdd

Group and Redland
Genstar, Inc.

Baltimore Gas &
Elecfic Co., Potomac
Elecfic Power Co.,
and Constellation
EnergyCorp.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Merger savings, tracking mechanism, eamings
snanng ptan, revenue requirement issues.

9/96 U-2n92
11/96 U-22092

(Sunebuftal)

10/96 96-327

2t97 R{0973877

3197

6t97 TG97-397

6t97 R{0973953

7t97 R{0973954

7t97 u2092

8t97 97-300

8t97 R{0973954
(Sunebuttat)

10t97 97-204

10p7 R-974008

LA Louisiana public Service
Commission Staff

KY Kentucky Industial Utility
Customers, Inc.

PA philadelphia Area lndustrial
Energy Users Group

KY Kentucky lndustrial Utility
Customen, Inc.

M0 MCI Telecommunications

Corp., Inc., MClmetro
Access Transmission
SeMces, Inc.

PA Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group

PA pp&L lndustrial Customer
Alliance

LA Louisiana public Service
Commission Staff

KY Kentuc{<y Industial Utility
Customers, Inc.

PA PP&L IndustrialCustomer
Alliance

Alcan Aluminum Corp.
Soufiwire Co.

Metropolitan Edison
Industrial Users Group

Penelec Industrial

Customer Alliance

96489

River Bend phasein plan, baselfuel realignment,
NOL and AltMin aset defened taxes, other revenue
requrrement issues, allocaiion of
rEulated/nonrEulated msts.

Big Rivers Electric Environmental surcharge remverable msts.
Coro.

PECOEnergyCo. Strandedcostrecovery,regulatoryassetsand
Iiabilities, intangible transition charge, revenue
requtrements.

Kenfucky Power Co. Envhonmental surcharge recoverable msts, system
agreemenb, allowance inventory, jurisdidionai
allocation.

Soutrwestem Bell price cap rEulation, revenue requiremenb, rate of
Telephone Co. retum.

PECOEnergyCo. Restructuring,derEulation,sfandedcosb.
rEulatory asseb, liabilities, nuclear and fossil
decommissioning.

Pennsylvania Power Restruciuring, deregulation,strandedcosb,
& Light Co. regulatory aiieb, tiiOitities,'nuctear and fossil

decommissioning.

Entergy Gulf States, Depreciation rates and methodologies, River BendInc. phasein plan.

Louiwjlle Gas & Merger policy, cost savings, surcredit sharing
ueqnc u0., mechanism, revenue requiremenb, rale of retum.
Kentuc{ry Utilities Co.

Pennsylvania Power Restructuring, deregulation,strandedcosb,
& Light Co. regulatory asseb, liibilities, nuclear and fossil

decommissioning.

Big Rivers Elec{ric Resiructuring, revenue requirements,Corp. reasonableness.

MetropolitanEdison Restructuring,deregulation,strandedcosts,
co. regutatory ajseb, fi;bititjes,'il;te;; ,no rorrir

decommissioning, revenue requhemenb.

Pennsylvania Elechic Restructuring, derEulation, stranded cosb,Co, regulatory asseb, liibilities, nuclear and fossil
decommissioning, revenue requiremenb.

PA

10t97 R-974009 PA
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11t97

11t97

97204
(Rebuttal)

u-22491

11t97 R{0973953
(Sunebuttat)

11t97 R-973981

11p7 R-974104

Alcan Aluminum Corp.
Soutrwire Co.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group

West Penn Power lndustrial
Inbrvenors

Duquesne Indusfial
Intervenors

West Penn Power Industrial
Intervenols

Duquesne Industrial
Intervenors

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Wesfuaco

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Georgia Natural Gas
Group, GeorgiaTextile
Manufacturers Assoc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Big Rivers Electric
Corp.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

PECO EnergyCo.

West Penn Power

Duquesne Light Co.

LA

12t97 R-973981

(Sunebuttat)

12ts7 R-974104
(Sunebuftat)

1/98 U-22491
(Sunebuttat)

2t98 8774

3/98 U-n092
(Allocated

Stranded Cost
tssues)

3/98 8390-U

3/98 U-22092
(Allocated

Stranded Cost
lssues)
(Sunebuttat)

3/98 u-22491

(Supplemental

Sunebuftal)

10/98 97-596

PA

PA

PA

PA

GA

LA

LA

LA

West Penn Power
Co.

Duquesne Light Co.

Enteryy Gulf States,

Inc.

Potomac Edison Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Atlanta Gas LightCo.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc,

Restructuring, revenue requhements, reasonableness
of rates, cost allocation.

Allocation of rEulated and nonregulated msb, other
revenue requirement issues.

Restructuring, deregulation, stranded msb,
regulatory asseb, liabilities, nuclear and fossil
decommissioning.

Rmtruc{uring, deregulation, stranded cosb,
regulatory asseb, liabilities, fossil decommissioning,
revenue requtremenb, seq.lritjzation.

Restrucluring, deregulation, stranded cosb,
rEulatory asseb, liabilities, nuclear and fossil
demmmissioning, revenue requiremenb,
securitization.

Restructuring, deregulation, stranded cosb,
rcgulatory asseb, liabilities, fossil decommissionino.
revenue requrrements.

Restructuring, deregulation, shanded msb,
regulatory asseb, liabilities, nuclear and fossil
decommissioning, revenue requhements,
securitization.

Allocation of regulated and nonregulated msb, other
revenue requirement issues.

Merger of Duquesne, AE, customer safeguards,
savings sharing.

Restructuring, stranded msts, regulatory asseb,
securitization, regulatory mitigation.

Reshucluring, unbundling, shanded costs, incentive
rEulation, reven ue requirements,

Restrucluring, stranded costs, regulatoryasseb,
securitization, rEulatory mitigation.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Maine ffice of the Public
Advocate

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Bangor Hydre
Electric Co.

Allocaton of regulated and nonrEulated msts, other
revenue requirement issues.

Restructuring, unbundling, stranded costs, T&D
revenue requhements.

ME
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10p8 u-17735
Rebuttal

11/98 U-23327

12p8 u-23358
(Direct)

12p8 98-577

1/99 98-10{7

10/98 9355-U Georgia Public Service
Commission Adversary
Statr

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana PubllcService
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Maine Office of Public
Advocate

Connecticut Industial
Energy Consumea

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Kentud<y Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Kentuc'lry Indushial Utility
Customens, Inc.

Kentucky Industial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utillty
Cuslomers, Inc.

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Connecticut Industial
Energy Consumers

Connecticut Industrial Utility
Customers

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Georgia PowerCo.

Cajun ElectricPower
Cooperative

SWEPCO, CSW
andAEP

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Maine PublicService
Co.

United llluminating

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

LouisMlle Gas and
Electric Co.

Kentucky Utilities Co.

Louisville Gas and
Electric Co.

Kentucky Utilities Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

United llluminating

Co.

Connecticut Light and
Power Co.

Louisville Gas and
Electric Co.

Kentucky Utilities Co.

Affiliate transactions.

G&T cooperative ratemaking poliry, otherrevenue
requirement isues.

Merger policy, savings sharing mechanism, affiliate
transaction mnditions.

Allocation of rEulated and nonrEulated msts, tax
issues, and other revenue requirement issues.

Restructuring, unbundling, stranded cost, T&D
revenue requiremenb.

Shanded cosb, invesfnent tax credib, accumulated
defened income taxes, excess defened income
taxes.

Allocatjon of regulated and nonregulated cosb, tax
issues, and other revenue requirement issues.

Revenue requirements, altemative forms of
regulation.

Revenue requirements, alternative forms of
regulation.

Revenue requiremenb.

Revenue requirements,

Allocation of regulated and nonrEulated msb, tax
issues, and other revenue requirement isues.

Regulatory assets and liabilities, stranded costs,
recovery mechanisms.

REulatory assets and liabilities, stranded costs,
recovery medanisms.

Revenue requiremenb.

Revenue requiremenb.

3/99

3/99

3/99

?/oo

3/99

4/99

4t99

4t99

5/99

KY

KY

KY

LA

{., I

CT

KY

KY

U-ZJJJd
(Sunebuttal)

98474

98426

99{82

99{83

u-23358
(Supplemental

Surebuttal)

99{344

99{2{5

98426
99{82
(Additional Direct)

ME

CT

LA

KY

5/99 98474
99483
(Additionat Direct)
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5/99 98426
98474
(Response to
Amended

Applications)

97-596

u-23358

99{3-35

u-23327

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customens, Inc.

Louisville Gas and
Electic Co.,

Kentucky Utilities Co.

Bangor Hydre
Electric Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

United llluminating

Co.

Southwestem Electric
PowerCo., Central
and South West
Corp, American

Electic PowerCo.

Bangor Hydro-

Electric Co.

Monongahela Power,
Potomac Edison,

Appalachian Power,

Wheeling Power

Maine PublicService
Co.

Louisville Gas and
Elmfic Co.

Kentucky Utilities Co.

Monongahela Power,
Potomac Edison,
Appalachian Power,
Wheeling Power

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

TXU Electric

NT

LA7t99

6/99

7t99

7t99

7t99 97-596

Sunebuttal

7t99 98{452-E-Gl

Maine Ofiice of Public
Advocate

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Connecticut Industrial
Energy Consumens

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Maine ffice of Public
Advocate

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Maine Office of Public
Advocate

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Cuslomers, Inc.

West Viryinia Energy Users
Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

The Dallas-FortWorth

Hospital Council and
Coalition of Independent

Colleges and Univensities

Altemative regulation.

Request for accounting order regarding electric
industry restructuring msb.

Aff liate transactions, cost allocations.

Stranded msb, regulatory asseS, tax etfeds of asset
divestiture.

Merger Seftlement and Stipulation.

Restruc{uring, unbundling, stranded cost, T&D
revenue rEutrements.

Regulatory assets and liabilities.

Restructuring, unbundling, stranded cosb, T&D
revenue requtrements.

Revenue requiremenb.

Revenue requirements.

REulatory assets and liabilities.

Allocation of regulated and nonregulated msts,
affliate fansactions, lax issues, and other revenue
rEuirement issues.

Restructuring, stranded costs, taxes, seolritization.

8/99 98-577

Sunebuttal

8/99 98426
99{82
Rebuttal

8/99 98474
98483
Rebuttal

8/99 98{452-E-cl
Rebuttal

10/99 U-24182

Direct

11/99 PUC Docket

21527

WV

ME

KY

KY

WV

LA

TX
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1'll99 u-23358

Surebuttal
Affliate
Transactions

Review

u-24182
Sunebuttal

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Greater Cleveland Growth
Association

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group

AK Steel Corp.

The Dallas-FortWorth

Hospital Council and The
Coalition of Independent

Colleges and Universities

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

The Dallas-FortWorth

Hospital Council and The
Coalition of Independent

CollEes and Universities

Duquesne Industrial

Intervenors

Metropolitan Edison
Industrial Users Group
Penelec Industrial

Customer Alliance

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Service mmpany affiliate transaction costs.

LA Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

First Energy
(Cleveland Electric

llluminating, Toledo
Edison)

Kentucky Power Co.

Enteryy Gulf States,

tnc.

PECO Energy

Cincinnati Gas &
Elechic Co.

Statewide Generic
Proceeding

SWEPCO

CLECO

TXU ElectricCo.

Duquesne Light Co.

Metropolitan Edison

Co., Pennsylvania
Elecfic Co.

Allocation of rEulated and nonregulated cosb,
affiliate transactions, tax issues, and other revenue
requirement issues.

Historical review, shanded costs, rEulatory assets,
liabilities.

ECR surcharye roll-in to base rates.

Affiliate expense proforma adjusiments.

Merger between PECO and Unimm.

REulatory transition costs, including regulatory
asseb and liabilities, SFAS 109, ADIT, EDIT, tTC.

Escalation of O&M expenses for unbundled T&D
revenue requiremenb in projected testyear.

Stranded cosb, regulatory assets and liabilities.

Affiliate fansaction pricing ratemaking principles,

subsidization of nonregulated affi liates, ratemaking
adjustrnents.

Restructuring, T&D revenue requirements, mitigation,
regulatory asseb and liabilities.

Final accounting for stranded cosb, including
beatment of auction proceeds, taxes, capital msb,
switchback cosb, and excess pension funding,

Final accounting for stranded costs, including
heatment of auction proceeds, taxes, regulatory
asseb and liabilities, transaction costs.

04/00 99-1212-EL-ETP

99-1213-EL-ATA

99-1214El-MM

05/00 2000-107

05/00 u-24182
Supplemental

Direct

05/00 A-110550F0147

05/00 99-1658-EL-ETP

07/00 PUC Docket

22U4

07/00 u-21453

OH

TX

LA

08/00 u-24064

10/00 SOAH Docket

473{0-1015
PUC Docket

22350

10/00 R{0974104
Affidavit

11t00 P{000'1837
R{0974008
P{0001838
R-00974009

TX

PA

PA
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Qnj u-21453,

u-20925,

u-22092
(Subdocket C)
Sunebuttal

01/01 U-24993

Direct

uM U-21453,

u-20925,
u22092
(Subdocket B)

Surebuttal

01101 Case No.

2000_386

01101 Case No.

2000439

02101 A-110300F0095

A-1 10400F0040

03/01 P{0001860
P{0001861

04t01 u-21453,

u20925,
u-22092
(Subdocket B)

Settlement Term
Sheet

04t01 u-21453,
u-20925,

u-22092
(Subdocket B)

Contested lssues

05/01 U-21453,

u-20925,

u-22092
(Subdocket B)

Contested lssues
Transmission and

Distribution

Rebuttal

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

SWEPCO Stranded msts, regulatory asseb.

Allocation of rEulated and nonrEulated msts, tax
issues, and other revenue requirement issues.

Industry resfucturing, business separalion plan,
organization structure, hold harmless conditions,
financing.

Recovery of environmental costs, surcharge
mechanism.

Recolery of environmental costs, surcharge
mechanism.

Merger, savings, reliability.

Recovery ofcosts due to provider of last resort
obligation.

Business separation plan: setflement agreement on
overall plan structure.

Business separation plan: agreements, hold harmless
mnditions, separations mefrodology,

LA

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentucty Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Met-Ed Industrial Usen
Group, Penelec Indusfial
CustomerAlliance

MetEd Industrial Users
Group, Penelec Industrial

CustomerAlliance

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Entergy Gulf States,

tnc.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

Louisville Gas &
Electric Co.

Kentuoky Utilities Co.

GPU, Inc.

FirstEnergy Corp.

Metropolitan Edison
Co., Pennsylvania

Electric Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

tnc.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

KY

PA

Entergy Gulf States,

tnc.
Business separation plan: agreements, hold harmless
conditions, separations methodology.
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09/02 200240224 KY Kentucky Industrial Utilities Kentucky Utillties Co., Line losses and fuel clause recovery associated with
200240225 Customers, Inc. Louisville Gas & off-system saes.

Elecbic Co.

ln2 200240146 KY Kentucky Industrial Utilities Kentuc'ky Utilities Co., Environmental compliance costs and surcharge
200240147 Customens, Inc. Louisville Gas & recovery.

Electric Co.

01/03 2002-00169 KY Kentud<y Industial Utilities Kentucg Power Co. Environmental compliance costs and surcharge
Customers, Inc. recovery.

04/03 200240429 KY Kentucky Industrial Utilities Kentucky Utilities Co., Extension of merger surcredit, flaws in Companies'
2002{0430 Customers, lnc. Louisville Gas & studies.

Electric Co.

04/03 U-26527 l-A Louisiana Public Service Entergy Gulf States, Revenue requiremenb, mrporate ftanchise tax,
Commission Staff lnc. conversion to LLC, capital structure, posftest year

adiustrnenis.

06/03 E10148{00 FERC Louisiana Public Service Entergy Services, System Agreemenl production cost equalization,
Rebuttal Commision Inc. and the Entergy tarifls.

Operating

Companies

06i03 2003{0068 KY Kenhrcky Industial Utility Kentucky Utilities Co. Environmental cost recovery, conection of base rate
Customens error.

11/03 ER03-753{00 FERC Louisiana Public Service Entergy Services, Unit power purchases and sale mst-based tariff
Commission Inc, and the Entergy pursuant to System Agreement.

Operating

Companies

11i03 ER03-583400, FERC Louisiana Public Service Entergy Services, Unit power purchases and sale agreemenb,
ER03-583{01,
ER03-583{02

ER03481{00,
ER03$81401

ER03$82{00,
ER03482{01,
ER03S82{02

ER03-744{00,
ER03-744401
(Consolidated)

Commission Inc., the Entergy contractual provisions, projected costs, levelized
Operating rates, and formularates.

Companies, EW0
Marketing, L.P, and

intergy Power, Inc.

12n3 U-26527 LA Louisiana Public Service Entergy Gulf States, Revenue requiremenb, mrporaie franchise tax,
Surrebuttal Commission Staff Inc. conversion to LLC, capital sfucture, posttest year

adjustrnenis.

12103 20034334 KY Kentucky Industrial Utility Kentucky Utilities Co., Earnings Sharing Mecfranism.

2003{335 Customers, Inc. Louisville Gas &

Electric Co.

12103 U-27136 LA Louisiana Public Service Entergy Louisiana, Purchased power mntracb between ffiliates, terms
Commission Staff Inc, and mnditions.
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KY

03/04

03/04

OH

TX

03CI4

05/04

06/04

08/04

10n4 u-23327

Subdocket A

12104 Case Nos.

200u0321,
200440372

01/05 30485

Cities Served by Texas-
New Mexico PowerCo.

Ohio Energy Group,Inc.

Houston Council for Health
and Education

Houston Council for Health
and Education

u-26527

Supplemental

Sunebuttal

2003{0433

200340434

SOAH Docket

4734+2459
PUC Docket

29206

04-169-EL-UNC

SOAH Docket

473{44555
PUC Docket

29526

SOAH Docket

473{44555
PUC Docket

29526

(SupplDirect)

u-23327

Subdocket B

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Entergy Gulf States,

tnc.

Texas-New Mexim
Power Co.

Columbus Southem

PowerCo. &Ohio
Power Co,

CenterPoint Energy

Houston Electric

CenterPoint Energy

Houston Electric

Kentucky Indusfial Utility Louisville Gas &
Customers, Inc, Electric Co,

Kentucky Industrial Utility Kentucky Utilities Co,
Customers, Inc.

Revenue requirements, corporate franchise tax,
conversion to LLC, capital sfuchrre, post-testyear
adjusfnenb.

Revenue requiremenb, depreciation rates, O&M
expense, defenals and amortization, earnings sharing
mechanism, merger surcredil VDT surcredit.

Revenue requirements, depreciation rates, 0&M
expense, defenals and amortization, eamings sharing
mechanism, merger surcredit, VDT surcredit.

Stranded msts trueup, including valuation issues,
lTC, ADIT, excessearnings.

Rate stabilization plan, defenals, T&D rate increases,
eamings.

Stranded costs trueup, including valuation issues,
lTC, EDIT, excess mitigation credits, capacityauction
tru+up revenues, interest,

Interest on stranded cost pursuant to Texas Supreme
Court remand.

Fuel and purchased power expenses recoverable
through fuel adjustment clause, trading activities,

mmpliance with terms of various LPSC Ordens.

Revenue requiremenb.

Environmental cost remvery, qualified costs, TIER
requirements, mst allocation.

Stranded mst trueup including regulalory Central Co
asseb and liabilities, lTC, EDIT, capacityauction,
proceeds, excess mitigation credib, refospective and
prospective ADIT.

Revenue requirements.

Comprehensive rate plan, pipeline replacement
program surcharge, performance based rate plan.

18638-U

18638-U

Panelwith
Tony Wackerly

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Gallatin SteelCo.

Houston Council for Health

and Education

Georgia Public Service
Commission Advemary

Staff

Georgia Public Service
Commission Adversary
Staff

SWEPCO

SWEPCO

East Kentucky Power

Cooperative, Inc., Big

Sandy Recc, etal.

CenterPoint Energy

Houston Electric, LLC

Atlanta Gas LightCo.

Atlanta Gas Light Co.

KY

(JA

L'A
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GA

KY

FL

TX

Atlanta Gas LightCo. Eneryy mnservation, emnomic development. and
tarifiissues.

03/05

06/05

06/05

08/05 31056

09i05 20298-U

09/05 20298-U

Panelwith
Victoria Taylor

10/05 0u2

11t05 2005{0351
2005{0352

01/06 2005{0341

0306 PUCDocket
31994

05/06 31994

Supplemental

03/06 u-21453,

u-20925,

u-22092
(Subdocket B)

18638-U

Panelwith
Michelle Thebert

Case Nos.

200440426,
2004a0421

2005{0068

0s0045-El

Georgia Public Service
Commission Adversary
Statr

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customens, Inc.

Soufr Florida Hospilal and
Heallthcare Assoc.

Alliance for Valley
Healthcare

Georgia Public Service
Commission Adversary
Staff

Georgia Public Service
Commission Adversary
Stafi

Delaware Public Service
Commission Staff

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Utilities Co.,
Louisville Gas &
Elecfic

Kentucky Power Co.

Flodda Power & Light
uo.

AEP Texas Cenhal
Co.

Atmos Energy Corp.

Aknos Energy Corp.

Artesian WaterCo,

Kentud<y Utilities Co.,
LouisMlle Gas &
Elecfic

KenfucgPower Co.

(JA

DE

KY

KY

Environmental cost recovery, Jobs Creation Act of
2004 and g'199 deduction, excess common equity
ratio, defenal and amortization of nonrecuning OhM
expense.

Environmental cost recovery, Jobs Creation Act of
2004 and 9199 deduction, margins on allowances
used for AEP systemsales.

Storm damage expense and reserve, RTO cosb.
O&M expense projections, refum on equity
performance incentive, capital structure, seleclive
second phase posftest year rateincrease.

Stranded cost fueup including regulatory assets and
liabilities, lTC, EDIT, capacity auction, proceeds,
excess mitigation credib, refospective and
prospective ADIT.

Revenue requirements, roll-in of surcharges, cost
recovery through surcfrarge, reporting requiremenb.

Affiliate transactions, cost allocations, capitalization,
cost ofdebt,

Allocation of tax net operating losses between
rEulated and unregulated.

WorKorce Separation Program cost recoveryand
shared savings through VDTsurcredit.

System Sales Clause Rider, EnvironmentalCost
Recovery Rider. Net Congestion Rider, Storm
damage, vegetation management program,
depreciation, off-system sales, maintenance
normalization, pension and OpEB.

Stranded cost recovery through mmpetition fansition
0r cnange.

Retrospective ADFIT, prospectiveADFlT.

Jurisdictional separation plan.

TX

Cities

Cities

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Texas-New Mexico
Power Co.

Texas-New Mexico
PowerCo.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.
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IRS03i06

04/06 u-25116

07/06 R{0061366,
Et. al.

07/06

08CI6 U-21453,

u-20925,
u-220s2
(Subdocket J)

11/06 05CVH0$3375

Franklin County

Court Afidavit

1206 U-23327

SuMocketA
Reply Testimony

03/07 u-29764

03/07 PUC Docket

33309

03/07 PUC Docket

3331 0

03t07 200640472

03/07 u-29157

04t07 u-29764
Supplemental

and Rebuttal

04t07 ER07$82{00
Affidavit

04t07 ER07S84{00
Affdavit

Alliance for Valley Health
Care and Houston Council
for Healtr Education

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Met-Ed Ind. Users Group
Pennsylvania Ind.

Customer Alliance

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Various Taxing Authorities
(Non-Utility Proceeding)

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Cities

Cities

Kentucky Indushial Utilrty

Customens, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

AEP Texas Central
Company and

CenterPoint Energy
Houston Electric

Entergy Louisiana,

Inc.

Metropolitan Edison

Co., Pennsylvania

Elecfic Co.

Southwestem Electric
Power Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc.

State of Ohio
Department of
Revenue

Soufwestem Electric
Power Co.

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc., Entergy

Louisiana, LLC

AEP Texas Central

AEP Texas North Co.

East Kentucky Power

Cooperative

Clem Power, LLC

Entergy Gulf States,

Inc., Entergy

Louisiana, LLC

Entergy Services,

Inc. and the Entergy

Operating

Companies

Entergy Services,

Inc. and the Entergy

Operating

Companies

NOPR Reg
1043850R

Proposed REulations afiecting flow- through to
ratepayers of excess defered income taxm and
investrnenttax credits on generation plant that is sold
or derEulated.

2002-2004 Audit of Fuel Adjusfnent ClauseFilings.
Affi liate transaciions.

Recovery of NUG+elated stranded costs, govemmenl
mandated program cosb, storm damage cosb.

Revenue requiremenis, formula rate plan, banking
proposar.

Jurisdictional separation plan.

Accounting for nuclear fuel assemblies as
manufactured equipment and capitalized plant.

Revenue requhemenb, formula rate plan, banking
proposal.

Jurisdictional allocation of Entergy System Agreement
equalization remedy receipts.

Revenue requiremenb, including fu nctionalization of
fansmission and disfibution msts.

Revenue requirements, including fu nctionalizatjon of
transmission and distribution costs.

Interim rate increase, RUS loan mvenanb, credit
facility requiremenb, financial condition.

Permanent (Phase ll) storm damage costremvery,

Jurisdictional allocation of Entergy System Agreement

Eualizalion remedy receipb.

Allocation of intangible and general plant and A&G
expenses to production and state income taxeflects
on equalization remedy receipts.

Fuel hedging cosb and mmfliance with FERC
USOA.

PA

OH

LA

TX

FERC
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05n7 ER07S82{00
Supplemental

Affldavit

Louisiana Public Service
Commision

Louisiana Publicservice
Commission Staff

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Wisconsin Industrial
Energy Group

Entergy Services,
Inc. and the Entergy
Operating

Companies

Entergy Louisiana,
LLC, Entergy Gulf
States, Inc.

East Kentucky
Power Cooperative

Entergy SeMces,
Inc.

Wisconsin Electric
Power Company,
Wisconsin Gas, LLC

Wisconsin Electric
Power Company,
Wisconsin Gas, LLC

Georgia Power
Company

Appalachian Power
Company

Entergy Services,
Inc. and the Entergy
Operating

Companies

Entergy Services,
Inc. and the Entergy
0perating
Companies

Ohio Edison

Company, Cleveland
Electric llluminating
Company, Toledo
Edison Company

Entergy Services,
Inc. and the Entergy
Operating

Companies

Allocation of intangible and general plant and A&G
expenses to production and account g24 effec$ on
MSS-3 equalization remedy payments and receipts.

06i07 u297U

07t07 2006-00472

07n7 ER07-956{00
Affidavit

10n7 0s-uR-103
Direct

10n7 05-UR-103

Sunebuttal

10t07 25060_U

Direct

fin7 06-0033_E_CN

Direct

11t07 ER07S82{00
Direct

01/08 ER07-682_000

Cross-Answering

01/08 07-551-EL-A|R

Direct

02n8 ER07-956_000

Direct

Shovcause forviolating LpSC Order on fuel hedging
wDb.

Rev_enue requirements, posftest year adjustments,
TIER, surcharge revenues and colts, finincial
neeo.

Storm damage cosb related to Hurricanes Katrina
and Rita and effecb of MSS-3 equalization
payments and receipts.

Revenue requirements, carrying charges on CWlp,
amontzatton and return on regulatory assets,
working capital, incentive compensaiion, use ofrate
base in lieu of capitalization, quantiflcation and use
of Poinl Beach sale proceeds.

Revenue requirements, carrying charges on CWlp,
amontzation and return on reoulatory assets,
working capital, incentive compensation, use of rate
base in lieu of capitalization, quantification and use
of Point Beach sale proceeds.

Affiliate costs, incentive compensation, consolidated
income taxes, 9199 deduction.

IGCC surcharge during construction period and
post-in-service date.

Functionalization and allocation of intangible and
general plant and A&G expenses.

Functionalization and allocation of intangible and
general plant and A&G expenses.

Revenue requirements.

Functionalization of expenses, storm damage
expense and reserves, tax NOL carrybacks in
accounts, ADIT, nuclear service livei and effects on
depreciation and decommissionrno.

LA

KY

WI

FERC

Wisconsin Industrial
Energy Group

Georgia Public Service
Commission Public
Interest Adversary Staff

West Virginia Energy
Usen Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commision

Louisiana PublicService
Commission

Ohio Energy Group, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

FERC
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03/08 ER07-956-000

Cross-Answering

2007-00562,
2007-00563

26837

Direct

Bond, Johnson,
Thebert, Kollen
Panel

z065l
Rebuttal

Bond, Johnson,
Thebert, Kollen
Panel

26837

Suppl Rebuttal
Bond, Johnson,
Thebert, Kollen
Panel

2008-001 15

27163
Direct

27163
Taylor, Kollen
Panel

6680-CE-1 70
Direct

6680-UR-1 16

Direct

6680-UR-1 16

Rebuttal

6690-UR-1 19

Direct

6690-UR-1 19

Sunebuttal

FERC
Functionalization of expenses, storm damaqe
expense and reserves, tax NOL carrybacks-in

0perating
Companies

KY Kentucky lnduskialUtility Kentucky Utilities
Customers, lnc, Co., Louisville Gas

and Elechic Co.

GA Georgia public Service SCANA Enerov
Commission Staff Marketing, Ini.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Entergy Services,
Inc. and the Entergy

04/08

04/08

accounts, ADIT, nuclear service lives and effects on
depreciation and decommissioning,

Merger surcredit.

Rule Nisicomplaint.

GA Georgia public Service SCANA Enerov
Commission Staff Marketing, In6.

C"A Georgia public Service SCANA Enerov
Commission Staff Marketing, Inj.'

KY Kentucky Industrial Utility East Kentucky
Customers, Inc. powerCoopeiative,

Inc.

GA Georgia public Service Atmos Energy Corp.
Commission public

Interest Advocacy Staff

GA Georgia public Service Atmos Energy Corp.
Commission public

Interest Advocacy Staff

Wl Wisconsin Industrial Wisconsin power
Energy Group, Inc. and LightCompany

Wl Wisconsin Industrial Wisconsin power
Energy Group, Inc, and LightCompany

Wl Wisconsin Industrial Wisconsin power
Energy Group, Inc. and Light Company

Wl Wisconsin Industrial Wisconsin public
Energy Group, Inc. Service Coro.

Environmental surcharge recoveries, including costs
recovered in existing rates, TIER,

Revenue requirements, including projected testyear
rate base and expenses.

Affiliate hansactions and division costallocations,
capital structure, cost ofdebt.

Nelson Dewey 3 or Colombia 3 flxed financial
parameters.

CWIP in rate base, labor expenses, penston
expense, fi nancing, capital shucture, decoupling.

Capital structure.

Prudence of Weston 3 outage, incentive
compensation, Crane Creek Wind Farm incremental
revenue requirement, capital structure.

Prudence of Weston 3 outage, Section 1 99
deduction.

Rule Nisicomplaint.

Rule Nisicomplaint.
05i08

06CI8

07n8

07n8

08/08

08/08

08/08

Wisconsin Industrial
Energy Group, Inc.

Wisconsin Public
Service Corp.

09/08
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09/08 08-935-EL-SSO,

08-918-EL-SSO
Ohio Energy Group, Inc.

Ohio Energy Group, Inc.

Kerltucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Cities Served by Oncor
Delivery Company

First Energy

AEP

Louisville Gas and
trlontrin f.a

Kentucky Utilities
Company

Entergy Services,
Inc.

OnmrDelivery
Company

10i08 08-917-EL-SSo

10i08 2007-00564,

2007-0056s,

2008-00251

2008-00252

11/08 EL08-51

rn8 35717

27800

OH

Standard service offer rates pursuant to electdc
security plan, significanfly excessive earningstest.

Standard service offer rates pursuant to electric
securlty plan, significanfly excessive earningstest.

Revenue forecast, affiliate cosF, ELG vASL
depreciation procedures, depreciation expenses,
federal and state income tax expense,
capitalization, cost of debt.

Spindletop gas storage facilities, regulatoryasset
and bandwidth remedy.

Recovery of old meter costs, asset ADFIT, cash
working capital, recovery of prior year restrucluring
cosb, levelized recovery of storm damage costs,
prospective storm damage accrual, consolidated tax
savings adjustment.

AFUDC versus CWIP in rate base, minorCWlp.
certification cost, use of short term debt and trust
preferred financing, CWIP recovery, rEulatory
incentive.

Entergy System Agreement bandwidth remedv
calculations, including depreciation expense, ADIT,
capital structure.

Blytheville leased turbines; accumulated
depreciation,

Spindletop gas storage facilities regulatory asset
and bandwidth remedy.

Revenue requirements.

Entergy System Agreement bandwidth remedv
calculations, including depreciation expense, ADIT,
capital structure.

Violation of EGSI separation order, ETI and EGSL
separation accounting, Spindletop regulatoryasset.

GA

FERC

FERC

FERC

FERC

FERC

Georgia Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customen, Inc.

Georgia Power

Company

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Services,
Inc.

East Kentucky

Power Cooperative,
Inc.

Eniergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Gulf States
Louisiana, LLC

Big Rivers Electric
Corp.

Emergency interim rate increase; casn
requirements.

01/09 ER08-1056

01i09 ER08-1056

Supplemental

Direct

0za9 EL08-51

Rebuttal

02/09 2008-00409

Direct

03/09 ER08-1056

Answering

03i09 u-21453,

u-20925
U-22092 (Sub J)
Direct

04/09 Rebuttal

o4l09 2009_00040

Direct-lnterim
(Orat)

KY
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04/09

05i09 ER08-1056

Rebuttal

06/09 2009-00040

Direcf
Permanent

07/09 080677-El

08/09 u-21453, U-
20925,U-22092
(Subdocket J)
Supplemental

Rebuttal

08i09 8516 and 29950

09t09 05-uR-104
Direct and

Sunebuttal

09i09 09AL-299E

Answer

09/09 6680-UR-117

Direct and

Sunebuttal

10CI9 09A-415E

Answer

10/09 EL09-50

Direct

10/09 2009-00329

State Office of
Adminishative Hearings

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customen, Inc,

South Florida Hospital and
Healthcare Association

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Oncor Elechic
Delivery Company,

LLC

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Big Rivers Elechic
Corp.

Florida Power &
Light Company

Entergy Gulf States
Louisiana, LLC

PUC Docket

36530
TX

FERC

Rate case expenses.

Entergy System Agreement bandwidth remedy
calculations, including depreciation expense, ADIT,
caoital structure.

Revenue requirements, TIER, cash flow.

Multiple test years, GBM rider, forecast
assumptions, revenue requirement, 0&M expense,
depreciation expense, Economic Stimulus Bill,
capital shucture.

Violation of EGSI separation order, ETI and EGSL
separation accounting, Spindletop regulatoryasset.

Modification of PRP surcharge to include
infrastructure cosb.

Revenue requirements, incentive compensation,
depreciation, defenal mitigation, capital structure,
cost of debt.

Forecasted test year, historic test year, proforma
adjustments for major plant additions, tax
deoreciation.

Revenue requirements, CWIP in rate base, defenal
mitigation, payroll, capacity shutdowns, regulatory
assets, rate ofreturn.

Cost prudence, cost sharing mechanism.

Waterford 3 sale/leaseback accumulaled deferred
income taxes, Entergy System Agreement
bandwidth remedy calculations.

Trimble County 2 depreciation rates.

KY

FL

co

Georgia Public Service
Commission Staff

Wisconsin Industrial
Energy Group

CF&l Steel, Rocky
Mountain Steel Mills LP,

Climax Molybdenum

Company

Wisconsin Industrial

Energy Group

Cripple Creek & Victor
Gold Mining Company, et
al,

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Old Dominion Committee
for Fair Utility Rates

Atlanta Gas Light
Company

Wisconsin Electric
Power Company

Public Service
Company of
Colorado

Wisconsin Power

and Light Company

Black Hills/CO

Electric Utility

Company

Entergy Services,

lnc.

Louisville Gas and
Electric Company,

Kentucky Utilities

Company

Appalachian Power
Company

FERC

nnq PUE-2009-00030 vA Return on equity incentive.
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12t09 ER09-1224

Dhect
FERC Louisiana Public Service

Commission
Entergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Hypothetical versus actual costs, out of period
costs, Spindletop defened capital cosb, Waterford 3
sale/easeback ADIT.

01t10 ER09_1224

Cross-Answering

01t10 EL09-50

Rebuttal

Supplemental

Rebuftal

02t10 ER09-1224

Final

0210 30442

Wackerly-Kollen
panel

02t10 30442

McBride-Kollen
panel

02t10 2009{0353

03/10 2009{0545

03/10 E015/cR{9-1151

2009{0459

04t10 2009{0548,
2009{0549

08/10 31U7

08/10 31647

Wackerly-Kollen

Panel

08/10 201040204

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission

GA Georgia publlcservice

Commission Staff

GA Georgia publicService

Commission Staff

KY Kentudty Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.,

Attorney General

KY Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

MN Large Power Interveners

KY Kentuc.ky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

KY Kentucky Indushial Utility
Customers, Inc

GA Georgia Publicservice
Commission Staff

GA Georgia publicservice

Commission Staff

Kentuoky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc,

Hypothetical versus actual costs, out of period
costs, Spindletop defened capital cosb, Waterford 3
saleileaseback ADIT.

Waterford 3 sale/leaseback accumulated defened
income taxes, Entergy System Agreement
bandwidth remedy calculations.

Hypothetical versus actual costs, out of period
costs, Spindletop defened capital costs, Waterford 3
sale/leaseback ADIT.

Revenue requirement issues.

Afi liateidivision transactjons, cost allocation, capital
structure.

Ratemaking recovery of wind power purchased power
agreemenb.

Ratemaking recovery of wind power purchased power
rureement.

Revenue requirement issues, cost overTuns on
environmental refofit project.

Revenue requirement issues.

Revenue requirement issues.

Revenue requiremenl and synergy savings issues.

Affiliate fansaction and Customer Fhst program
65UeS.

PPL acquisition of E.ON U.S. (LG&E and KU)
conditjons, aquisition savings, sharing deferal
mechanism.

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Atrnos Energy
Corporation

Atmos Energy
Corporation

Louisville Gas and
Electric Company,
Kentucky Utilities

Company

Kenfud<y Power
Company

Minnesota Power

Kentucky Power
Company

Kentucky Utilities

Company, Louisville
Gas and Electric
Company

Atlanta Gas Light
Company

Atlanta Gas Light
Company

Louisville Gas and
Electic Company,
Kentucky Utilities

Company
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09/10 38339

Direct and

Cross-Rebutlal

09/10 EL10-55

09/10 2010{0167

09/10 u-23327

Subdocket E

Direct

11t10 U-23327

Rebuttal

09/10 u31351

10/10 10-1261-EL-UNC

Gulf CoastCoalition of
Cities

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Gallatin Steel

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana PublicService
Commission

Louisiana PublicService
Commission Staff

Ohio OCC, Ohio
Manufacturers Association,

Ohio Energy Group,0hio
Hospital Association,

Appalachian Peace and

Justice Network

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana PublicService
Commission

CenterPoint Energy

Houston Electric

Entergy Services,
Inc., Entergy

Operating Cos

East Kentucky
Power Cooperative,
Inc.

SWEPCO

SWEPCO

SWEPCO and Valley
Electric Membership

Cooperative

Columbus Southern
Power Company

TX Revenue requirement issues, including consolidated
tax savings adjustnenl incentive mmpensation FIN
48; AMS surcharge including roll-in to base rates;ate
case expenses.

Depreciation rates and expense input effects on
System Agreement tariffs.

Revenue requhemenb.

Fuel audit S02 allowance expense, variable 0&M
expense, off-system sales margin sharing.

Fuel audit S02 allowance expense, variable O&M
expense, ofi-system sales margin sharing.

Sale of Valley assets to SWEPCO and dissolution of
Valley.

Signifi cantly excessive eamings test

FERC

KY

10/10 10{71}E-PC WV Monongahela Power

Company, Potomac

Edison Power

Company

SWEPCO

Entergy Services,
Inc., Entergy

Operating Cos

Entergy Services,

Inc. Entergy

Operating Cos

Entergy Services,

Inc., Entergy

Operating Cos

Entergy Services,

Inc., Entergy

Arkansas, Inc.

Merger of First Energy and AllEheny Energy.

AFUDC adjustments in Formula Rate Plan.

Depreciation rates and expense input effects on
System Agreement tariffs.

Waterford 3 lease amortization, ADIT, and fuel
inventory effecb on System Agreementtarift.

Waterford 3 lease amortization, ADIT, and fuel
inventory efiects on System Agreement tarift,

EAI depreciation rates.

10/10 u-23327

Subdocket F

Direc{

11110 EL10-55

Rebuttal

1210 ER10-1350

Direc{

01t11 ER10-1350

Cross-Answering

03t11 ER10-2001

Dhec{

04111 Cross-Answering

FERC

FERC



ngsut I rc ut Lat tE NUilut I

Exhibit LK-1
Page 29 of 38

Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject

04t11

04t11

05t11

05t11

05t11 2011{0036

29U9

07 t11 ER11-2161

Direct and

Answering

07t11 PUE-201140027

07t11 11-346-EL-SSO

11-348E1-SS0
11-349E1-MM
11-350-EL-MM

08t11 U-23327

Subdocket F

Rebuttal

08t11 05-UR-105

08t11 ER11-2161

Cross-Answering

09111 PUC Docket

39504

09t11 2011{0161
201140162

10t11 114571-EL-UNC

1 14572-EL-UNC

10t11 4220-UR-117

Direct

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Cities Served byTexas-
New Mexico Power

Company

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Georgia PublicService
Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Virginia Committee for Fair
Utility Rates

Ohio Energy Group

Seftlement, incl resolution of S02 allowance expense,
var 0&M expense, sharing of 0SS margins.

AMS deployment plan, AMS Surcharge, rate case
expenses.

Defenal remvery phasein, construction surcharge.

Revenue requiremenb.

Accounting issues related to Vogfle risk-sharing
mechanism.

ETI depreciation rates; accounting issues.

Retum on equity performance incentive.

Equrty Stabilization Incentive Plan; aclual eamed
retums;ADIT offseb in riders.

Depreciation rates and seMce lives;AFUDC
adjusfnents.

Suspended amortization expenses; revenue
requiremenb.

ETI depreciation rales; accounting issues.

Investment tax credit, excess defened income taxes;
normalizalion,

Environmental requirements and financing.

u-23327

Subdocket E

38306

Direct

Suppl Direct

114274-E-cl

LA SWEPCO

Texas-New Mexico
Power Company

Appalachian Power
Company, Wheeling

Power Company

Big Rivers Electric

Corp.

Georgia Power

Company

Entergy Services,
Inc, and Entergy

Texas, Inc.

Virginia Electric and
Power Company

AEP-OH

SWEPCO

WE Energies, Inc.

Entergy Services,

Inc. and Entergy
Texas, Inc.

CenterPoint Energy
Houston Electric

Louisville Gas &

Elecfic Company,

Kentucky Utilities

Company

Ohio Energy Group Columbus Southem Significanfly excessive eamings.
Power Company,

Ohio Power

Company

Wisconsin Industrial Energy Northern States Nuclear O&M, deoreciation.
Group Power-Wismnsin

WV

06t11 (fA

FERC

VA

OH

FERC

Louisiana Public Service
Commission Staff

Wisconsin Industrial Energy
Group

Louisiana Public Service

Commission

Gulf CoastCoalition of
Cities

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Consumen, Inc.
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11112 12001s-El

Rebuttal

10t12 40604

FL South Florida Hospitaland
Healhcare Association

TX Steering Committee of
Cities Served by Oncor

Cityof Austin d/b/a Austin
Energy

Cities Served bySWEPCO

Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Louisiana Public Service

Commission

City of Austin d/b/a Austin

Energy

The Ohio EnergyGroup

The Ohio EnergyGroup

Kentucky Industrial Uiilrty

Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Indusfial Utility

Customers, Inc.

The Ohio EnergyGroup,

Inc.,

ffice of the Ohio

Consumers' Counsel

Kentucky Indusfial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentuc$ Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Flodda Power & Light Settlement issues.

Company

Cross Texm Poliry and procedural issues, revenue requirements,
Transmission, LLC including AFUDC, ADIT - bonus depreciation &NOL,

incentive compensation, staffing, seff-insurance, net
salvage, depreciation rates and expense, income tax
expense.

Rate case expenses.

Revenue requhemenb, including depreciation rates

and service lives, O&M expenses, consolidated tax
savings, CWIP in rate base, Turk plantcosb.

Termination of purchased power contracb between
EGSL and ETl, Spindletop regulatory asset.

Little Gypsy 3 cancellationcosts

Rate case exoenses.

Capacity charges under state compensation
mechanism, Service Stability Rider, Switding
Tracker.

Capacity charges under state compensation
mechanism, defurrals, rider to recover defenals.

Resource plan, including acquisition of interest in

Mitchell plant.

Revenue requhements, excess capacity,
restructuring.

Energy auclions under CBP, including reserve prices,

Biomass renewable energy purchase agreement.

Ag reements to provide Century Hawesville Smelter
market access.

Revenue requirements, excess capacity,
restrucfuring.

TX

TX

LA1212

11112 40627

Direct

12t12 40443

u-29764

01t13 ER12-1384

Rebuttal

02t13 40627

Rebuttal

03/13 12426-EL-SS0

04t13 12-2400-EL-UNC

04h3 2U2q0578

05/13 2012{0535

12-3254-EL-UNC OH

07t13 2013401M

201340221

City of Austind/b/a
Austin Energy

Southwestem Electric

Power Company

Entergy Gulf States

Louisiana, LLC and
Eniergy Louisiana,

LLC

Entergy Gulf States
Louisiana, LLC and
Entergy Louisiana,

LLC

City of Austind/b/a
Austin Energy

The Dayton Power
and Light Company

Duke Energy Ohio,

Inc.

Kentucky Power

Company

Big Rivers Electric

Corporation

Ohio Power

Company

Kentucky Power

Company

Big Rivers Electric

Corporation

Big Rivers Electric

Corporation

10/13 2013{0199 KY
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12t13

01t14

02t14

04t14

201340413

ER10-1350

Direct and

Answering

u-32981

trn tJrhJl
Direct

KY

FERC

LA

FERC

05t14 PUE-201340132

07t14 PUE-2014{0033

08t14 ER13432
Rebuttal

08t14 201440134

09t14 E{15/CN-12_
1 163

Direct

10t14 201440225

10t14 ER13-1508

10t14 144702-E42r
14{701-E_D

11t14 E{15/CN_12-
1 163

Sunebuttal

11t14 05-376-EL_UNC

11t14 14A14660E

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Louisiana Publicservice
Commission

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

HP Hood LLC

Virginia Committee for Fair
Utility Rates

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Large Power Intervenors

Kentud<y Indusfial Utility
Customers, Inc.

Louisiana Public Service
Commission

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Larye Power Intervenors

0hio Energy Group

Climax, CF&lSteel

Big Rivers Electdc
Corporation

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Entergy Louisiana,
LLC

Entergy Gulf States
Louisiana, LLC and
Enteryy Louisiana,
LLC

Shenandoah Valley
Elecfic Cooperative

Virginia Electric and
Power Company

Entergy Gulf States
Louisiana, LLC and
Entergy Louisiana,
LLC

Big Rivers Electric
Corporation

Minnesota Power

Kentucky Power
Company

Entergy Services,

Inc.

Fint Energy-

Monongahela Power,
Potomac Edison

Minnesota Power

Ohio Power

Company

Public Service
Company of
Colorado

Black Hills Power
Company

Agreements to provide Century Sebree Smelter
market a@ss.

VA

VA

FERC

Waterford 3 lease accounting and featment in annual
bandwidtr filings.

Montauk renewable energy ppA.

UP Settlement benefits anddamages.

Market based rate; Ioad mntroltarift.

lr9l.11ryr91ured power hedge accounting,change
in FAC Definitional Framework

UP Settlement benefits and damaqes.

Requiremenb power sales agreemenbwith
Nebraska entities.

Great Norhern Transmission Line; cost cap;AFUDC
v. cuffent recovery; rider v. base remvery; class cosl
allocation.

Allocation of fuel costs to ofi-system sales.

Entergy service agreemenb and tarift for aff liate
power purchases and sales; return on equity.

Consolidated tax savings; payroll; pension, OpEB,
amortization; depreciation; environmental surcharqe.

Great Northem Transmission Line; cost cap;AFUDC
v. cunent recovery; rider v, base remvery;class
allocation.

Refund of IGCC CWlp financing cost recoveries.

Historic test year v. fufure test year; AFUDC v. curent
retum; CACJA rider, transmission ridel equivalent
availability rider; ADIT; depreciation; royalty income;
amortization.

Revenue requirement issues, including depreciation
expense and affiliate charges.

MN

KY

FERC

WV

MN

OH

Black Hills Industrial
Intervenors

u14 EL1M26 SD
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Date Case Jurisdict party Utility Subject
12t14 1+1152-E42f WV West Virginia Energy Users

Group
AEP-Appalachian

Power Company

Wisconsin Energy
Corporation

Public Service
Company of
Colorado

Wismnsin Energy
Corporation

AEP-Kentucky Power
Company

Kentucky Utifities

Company and
Louisville Gas and
Elechic Company

AEP-Kentucky Power
Company

In@me taxes, payroll, pension, OpEB, defered cosb
and write 0ft, depreciation rates, environmental

01t15 9400-YG100

Direct

01t15 14F{336EG
14F4404EG

0215 9400-YG100
Rebuttal

03/15 2014{0396

03/15 201440371

2AM40372

04t15 2014{0450

201440455

04t15 ER2014{370

05/15 PUE-2015{0022

05/15 EL10S5
Direcl

09/15 Rebuftal

Complaint

07t15 EL10$5
Direc{ and
Answering

Consolidated

Bandwidth

Dockets

09/15 14-1693-EL_RDR

Wl Wismnsin Industrial Energy
Group

C0 DevelopmentRecovery

Company LLC

Wl Wisconsin Industrial Energy
Group

KY Kentud<y Indushial Utility
Customers, Inc.

KY Kentucky Industrial Utility
Customers, Inc.

KY Kentucky Indusfial Utility
Customers, Inc. andthe
Attorney General of the
Commonwealfi of
Kentud<y

KY Kentucky Industrial Utitity
Customen, Inc. andthe
Aftomey General ofthe
Commonwealth of
Kentucky

MO Midwest Energy

Consumers'Group

VA Virginia Committee for Fair
Utility Rates

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission

FERC Louisiana public Service
Commission

projects surcharge.

WEC acquisition of Integrys Energy Group, Inc.

Line extension policies and refunds.

WEC acquisition of Integrys Energy Group, Inc.

Base, Big Sandy 2 retirement rider, environmental
surcharge, and Big Sandy 1 operation rider revenue
requtremenh, depreciation rates, fi nancing, defenals.

Revenue requirements, staffing and payroll,
depreclation rates.

Allocation of fuelcosls between native load and off_
system sales.

Allocation of fuel costs between native load and off-
system sales.

Affiliate fansactions, operation and maintenance
expense, management audit.

fu9l1!Ourcnased power hedge accounting;change
in FAC Definitional Framework

Accounting foTAFUDC Debt, relatedADlT,

Waterford 3 sale/easeback ADIT, Bandwidttt
Formula.

PPA rider for ciarges or credib for physical hedges
against market.

Big Rivers Electric
Corporation

Kansas City Power&
Light Company

Virginia Electric and
Power Company

Entergy Services,

Inc.

Entergy Services,

Inc.

Public Utilities Commission Ohio Energy Group
of Ohio

OH
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Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject

12t15 45188 Cities Served byOncor
Elecfic Delivery Company

Oncor Electric

Delivery Company

Wismnsin Power and
Light Company

12t15 6680-CE-176

Direct,

Sunebuttal,

01/16 Supplemental

Rebuttal

03/16 EL01{8
Remand

03/16 Direc{

04116 Answering

05/16 Cross-Answering
06/16 Rebuttal

03/16 15-1673-E-T

04116 39971

Panel Dhect

04t16 2015{0343

04t16 2016{0070

05/16 2016{0026

201640027

05/16 16-G4058
1GG{059

06/16 1 60088-El

07t16 160021-El

07t16 16457{1

08/16 15-1022-EL-UNC

16-1 105-EL_UNC

Wl Wisconsin lndustrial Energy
Group, Inc.

Huntfamily aquisition of Oncor; fansaction
structure; income tax savings from real estate
investrnent trust (REIT) struciure; conditions.

Need for capacity and emnomics ofproposed
Riverside Energy Center Expansion project;
ratemaking conditions.

Bandwidth Formula: Capital sfucture, fuel inventory,
Waterford 3 sale/leaseback, Vidalia purchased power,
ADIT, Blylhesville, Spindletop, River BendAFUDC,
property insurance reserve, nuclear depreciation
expense.

Terms and conditions of utility service for mmmercial
and industial customers, including security deposib.

Southem Company aquisition of AGL Resources,
nsK, oppotunities, quantification of savings,
raiemaking implications, conditions, setflement.

Revenue requiremenb, including NOL ADIT, affliate
tansactions.

R & DRider.

Need for environmental projecb, calculatjon of
environmental surcharge rider.

Depreciation, including excess reserves, leak prone
pipe.

Fuel Adjustment Clause Incentive Mechanism re:
economy sales and purchases, assetoptimization.

Revenue requirements, including capital remvery,
depreciation, ADIT.

Merger, risb, harms, benefits, acmunting.

SEET eamings, effects of other pending proceedings,

Louisiana PublicService
Commission

West Virginia Energy Users
Group

Geoqia PublicService
Commission Staff

ffice of the Attomey
General

ffice of fre Attomey
General

Keniucky Industial Utility

Customers, Inc.

New YorkCity

Soufr Florida Hospital and
Healhcare Association

South Florida Hospital and
Healthcare Association

ffice of Consumer
Services

Ohio Energy Group

Entergy Services,
Inc.

Appalachian Power

Company

Soufiem Company,
AGL Resources,

Georgia Power

Company, Atlanta
Gas Light Company

Atmos Energy

Corporation

Atrnos Energy

Corporation

Kentuc'ky Utilities Co.,
Louisville Gas &
Electric Co.

Keyspan Gas East
Corp., Brooklyn

Union Gas Company

Florida Power and
Light Company

Florida Power and
Light Company

Dominion Resources,
Inc. / Questar
Corpration

AEP OhioPower

Company

KY

NY

FL
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Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility Subject

9/16 2016{0162

09/16 E-22 Sub519,
532, 533

09/16 15-1256€-390P
(Reopened)

16-0922-G-390P

10/16 10-2929-EL-UNC

1134GEL€SO
11-34&EL-SS0

11349EL.SSO
11-3sGELSSO
14-1 186-EL-RDR

11t16 16{395_EL-SSO

Direc{

1416 Formal Case 1 139

01t17 46238

04fi 16-0395-EL-SSO

Direc{

(Stipulation)

0417 45414

03t17 2016{0370
201640371

06t17 29849
(Panelwith Philip

Hayet)

08t17 17{296-E-PC

ffice of the Attorney

Genenal

Nucor Steel

West Virginia Energy Users

Group

0hio Energy Group

Ohio Energy Group

Healhcare Council of he
National Capital Area

Steering Committee of
Cities Served by Oncor

Ohio Energy Group

Cities of Midland, McAllen,

and Colorado City

Kentucky Indusfial Utility

Customens, Inc.

Georgia PublicService

Commission Staff

Public Service Gommission

of West Viqinia Charleston

Kentucky Industrial Utility

Customers, Inc.

OH

DC

TX

Columbia Gas

Kentucky

Dominion North

Carolina Power

Company

Mountaineer Gas

Company

AEP Ohio Power

Company

Dayton Power & LQht

Company

Potomac Electric

Power Company

Oncor Electric

Delivery Company

Dayton Power & Light

Company

Sharyland Utilities,

LP, Sharyland

Distribution &

Transmission

Services, LLC

Kentucky Utilities

Company, Louisville

Gas and Electric

Company

Georgia Power
Company

Monongahela Power
Company, The

Potomac Edison

Power Company

Kentucky Power

Company

Revenue requirements, O&M expense, depreciation,
affiliate hansactions.

Revenue requirements, defurrals and amortizations.

Inftastructure rider, including NOL ADIT and other
inmme tax normalization and calculation issues.

State compensation mechanism, capacity cost,

Retail Stability Rider defenals, refunds, SEET.

Credit support and other riders; financial stability of
Utility, holding company.

Post test year adjust, merger costs, NOL ADIT,
incentive compensation, rent.

Next Era aquisition of Oncor; goodwill, bansaction

msb, transition costs, cost defenals, ratemaking

issues.

Non-unanimous stipulation re: credit support and
other riders; financial stability of utility, holding

c0mpany.

Inmme taxes, depreciation, defened cosb, affiliate
exoenses.

AMS, capital expenditures, maintenance expense,

amortization expense, depreciation rates and

expense.

Vogte3 and 4economics.

ADIT, OPEB.

Weather normalization, Rockport lease, 0&M,
incentive compensation, depreciation, income

taxes.

TX

KY

10t17 2017-00179 KY
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Date Case Jurisdict. Party Utility

Big Rivers Electric
Corporation

Duke Energy
Kentucky (Electric)

Georgia Power
Company

Atmos Energy

Kentud<y

Ohio Elecfic Utilities

Crimson Guli LLC

Oncor Electric
Delivery Company

Texas-New Mexico
Power Company

Big Rivers Electric

Corporation

Florida Power & Light
Company

cuslomers.

12t17 201740321

12t17 29849

(Panel with Philip
Hayet, Tom

Narcome)

01/18 2017{0349

06/18 184047

07t18 T-34695

08/'18 M325

08/18 4f.101

08/18 20't8{0146

09/18 20170235-El

20170236-EU

Direct
10/18 Supplemental

Direct

09/18 2017-370E
Direci

1^t1A 2017-207,305,
J/ U-tr

Sunebuttal

Supplemental

Sunebuttal

12118 2018{0261

01/19 201840294
2018{0295

Customers, Inc.

Attomey General

Georgia Public Service
Commission Staff

Kentucky Attomey General

Ohio Energy Group

LPSC Staff

Cities Served by Oncor

Cities Served byTNMP

KIUC

ffice of Public Counsel

Revenues, depreciation, income taxes, O&M,
regulatory asseb, environmental surcharge rider,
FERC transmission cost reconciliation rider.

Vogtle 3 and 4 economics, tax abandonmenfloss.

O&M expense, depreciation, regulatory asseb and
amortization, Annual Review Mecfranism, pipeline

Replacement Program and Rider, affiliate expenses.

Tax Cuts and Jobs Act. Reduction in income tax
expense; amortization of excess ADIT.

Revenues, depreciation, income taxes, O&M, ADIT.

Tax Cuts and Jobs Act; amortizatjon of excess ADIT.

Revenues, payroll, income taxes, amortization of
excess AD lT, capital structure.

Station Two contracb terminalion, regulatory asset,
regulatory liability for savings

FP&L acquisition of City of Vero Beach municipal
electric utility systems.

Remvery of Summer 2 and 3 new nucear
development costs, related rEulatoryliabilities,
securitization, NOL carryforward and ADIT, TCJA
savings, merger conditions and savings.

Revenues, O&M, regulatory assets, payroll, intErity
management, incentive mmpensation, cash working
caoital,

AFUDC v. CWIP in rate base, hansmission and
distribution plant additions, capitalization, revenues
generation outage expense, depreciation rales and
expenses, cost ofdebt,

\:A

OH

LA

TX

FL

Offce of RegulatoryStaff

Attomey General

Kentucky Indusfial Utility

Customers, lnc.

Soulh Carolina

Elecfic& Gas

Company and

Dominion Energy,

Inc.

Duke Energy

Kentucky (Gas)

Kentucky Utilities

Company, Louisville

Gas & Electric

Company
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01i1 9 2018{0281 KY Attomey General

02t19 UD-18-17

DireclSurrebuttal

04/19 and Cross-

Answenng

03i19 20184358

06/19 49421

07t19 49494

08/19 1$c{309
19-c4310

10/19 42315

45253

12119 201940271 KY

Attorney General

Steering Committee of
Cities Served by Oncor

Gulf CoastCoalition of
Cities

Cities Served byAEP
Texas

New YorkCity

Atlanta Gas Light Company

Duke Energy Indiana

Attorney General

ffice of Public Counsel

Atmos Energy Corp.

Kentuc$ American

Water Company

Oncor Electric

Delivery Company

LLC, SempraEnergy,

SharylandDistribution

&Transmission

Services, 1.1.C..,

Sharyland Utilities,

L.P.

CenterPoint Energy
Houston Electric

AEP Texas, Inc.

National Grid

Public Interest

Advocacy Staff

ffice of Utility

Consumer Counselor

Duke Energy

Kentucky

Tampa Electric

Company

AFUDC v. GWIP in rate base, ALG v. ELG
depreciation rates, cash working capital, pRp Rider,
forecast plant additions, forecast expenses, cost of
debt, mrporate cost allocation.

Post-tmt year adjustments, storm reserve fund, NOL
ADIT, FlN48 ADIT, cash working capitat,
depreciation, amortization, capital structure, formula
rate plans, purchased power rider.

Capital expenditures, cash working capital, payroll
expense, incentive compensation, chemicals
expense, electricity expense, water losses, rate case
expense, excess defened income taxes.

Sale, transfer, merger hansactions, hold harmless
and other rEulatory conditions.

Prepaid pension asset accrued OPEB liability,
regulatory asseb and liabilities, merger savings,
storm damage expense, excess defened inmme
taxes.

Plant in service, prepaid pension asset, 0&M, ROW
msts, incentive compensation, self-insurance
expense, excess defened income taxes.

Depreciation rates, net nEative salvage.

Capital expenditures, 0&M expense, prepaid pension
asset incentive compensation, merger savings,
affiliate expenses, excess defened income taxes.

Prepaid pension assel inventories, rEulatory asseb
and labilities, unbilled revenues, incentive
mmpensation, income tax expense, affliate charges,
ADIT, riders.

ADIT, EDIT, CWC, payroll expense,incentive
compensation expense, depreciation rates, pilot
programs

Storm Protection Plan.

!.* Crescent City PowerUsers Entergy New
Orleans Group Orleans, LLC

TX03/19

TX

TX

()A

IN

202000067-El FL
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Date Case Jurisdict Party Utility Subject

0780

09t20

07t20

09!20

rcn0

PUR-2020-00015

Direc{

Surebuttal

2019-226-E

Direct

Sunebbutal

2020{0160

Old Dominion Committee
for Fair Utility Rates

ffice of RegulatoryStaff

Aftomey General

Attomey General and
Kentucky Indusfial Utility

Customers, Inc.

Office of REulatory Staff

Appalachian Power
Company

Dominion Energy

South Carolina

Water Service

Corporation of
Kentucky

Kenfucky Power

Company

Dominion Energy
South Carolina

Coal Amortizatjon Rider, storm damage, prepaid
pension and OPEB asseb, retum on joinfuse assets.

Integrated Resource Plan.

Retum on rate base v. operating ratio.

Rate base v. capitalization, Rockport UpA, prepaid
pension and OPEB, cash working capital, incentive
compensation, Rockport 2 depreciation expense,
EDIT, AM l, g rid modernization rider.

Summer 2 and 3 cancelled plant and tansmission
mst recovery; TCJA; rEulatory asseb.

10t20 202040174 KY

1180 2020-125-E
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OUESTION:
Payroll. Refer to the response to oPC INT 1-35 that reads inpart as follows:

"FPL calculated the amount of regular payroll expense that would have been incuned in the
absence of the storm (i.e., the non-incremental payroll expense) by using the monthly budgeted
amount of payroll expense for the year in which Hurricane Dorian occurred. This budgeted amount
of regular payroll was the Company's normal, day-to-day regular payroll O&M expense that
normally would be charged to and recovered through FpL's base rates."

a. Please provide the budgeted amount of overtime payroll considered to be the Company,s
normal, dayto-day overtime payroll O&M expense that normally would be charged to and
recovered through FPL's base rates that would have been incu:red in the absence of the
storm (i.e., the non-incremental overtime payroll expense).

b. Refer to the previous question. Please explain why the Company did not perform a similar
incremental overtime payroll expense calculation in its filing based on budgeted overtime
payroll amounts similmto the one performed related to regular payroll O&M expense.

c. Please provide the payroll expense budgeted for 2019 and provide that amount broke n
down by FERC account number between O&M expense recovered through base rates,
capital, O&M expense recovered through various clauses, and allother.

RESPONSE:

a. FPL has filedan objectionto OPC's Second Set of InterrogatoriesNo.3T, subparta, on the
basis that the request seeks documents which are irrelevanf immaterial, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this proceeding, and is overbroad
and unduly burdensome. Rule 25-6.0143(1)(01., F.A.C., specifies that 'oBase rate recoverable
regular payroll and regular payroll-related costs for utility managerial and non-manageria I
personnel" ate "the types of storm related costs prohibited from being charged to the reserve
under the ICCA methodology..." Notwithstanding and without waiver of this objection, FpL
provides the following response.

The base rates in effect for 2019 were the result of a fi.rll comprehensive, blackbox settlement
agreement approved by the Commission in Docket No. 20160021-EI ("2016 Settlemenf'). The
2016 Settlement was achieved after extensive, good faith negotiations among the signatory
parties and represented a compromise of many diverse and competing litigation positions. As
a resulg the actual revenue requirement adopted under the 2016 Settlement was significantly
less than the as-filed revenue requirement. The fixed base rates approved under the 2016
Settlement were designed to achieve this settled revenue requirement, not the as-filed revenue
requirement.
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b.

Notrvithstanding and without waiver of FPL's objection, see Attachment No. I to ftrisresponsefor the Customer Service overtime budget ,rr.i to determine the adjustrnent related to CallCenter costs required by Rule, 25-6.0143(1XD(7), F.A.C. Note that for Hurricane Dorian, allCustomer Service overtime payroll incurred was incremental. For the months of August and
September 2019 combined, non-storm actuals of $685k exceeded the monthly budget for thosetwo months. In accordance with Rule 25-6.0143, F.A.C., due to this 

"*".r, in overtime when
9-ompared to budgeted amou:rts for Customer Service, all overtime payroll costs incurred forHurricane Dorian were considered allowable costs.

Hurricane Dorian was a quali&rrg storm event for which the associated overtime payroll was
neither budgeted nor planned. As a result, any and all such overtime payroll is by definitio nincremental. But for the storm, FPL would not have incurred this overtime payroll expense.
Rule 25-6'0143(e)(8), F.A.C., recognizes that these costs qualifr to be ctrargea to the storm
reserve' though h tr: case FPL is simply seeking a prudence determination for these overtime
costs' In the case of Htlricane Dorian, FPL charged costs that normally would have been
charged to the storm reserve to base O&M.

See Attachment No. 2 fot the September 2019 payrolt budget for O&M and Capital, used todetermine the adjustrnent related to payroll costs in accordance with Rule 25-6.0143(l)(0(l),
F'4'C' With respect to the remainder of this intenogatory, FPL objects as the interrogatory
seeks information which is irrelevant, immaterial, *J not reasonably calculated to lead to thediscovery of admissible evidence. Additionatly, the interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent that it seeks information unrelatea to ttris .ur", ip""ifically including
but not limit€d to information related to .ryarious 

clauses, and all other.,,

c.
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OUESTION:
Embedded Line Contractors. Refer to the Confidential HSPM DH-l Support File and further to
worksheet tab 3(b) which shows the Company's ICCA calculation pertaining to line clearing costs.
Please identify similar information associated with ernbedded line contractors providing day-to-
day service for each of the years 2016-2019, excluding any costs that were capitalized or deferred
and included in storm recovery requests. s

RESPONSE:
FPL has filed an objection to OPC's First Set of Interrogatories No.7 on the basis that the request
seeks documents which are irrelevant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence in this proceeding, ffid is overbroad and unduly burdensome.
Rule 25-6.0143(1)(e)1., F.A.C., specifies that "additional contract labor hired for storm restoration
activities" are included in the "types of storm related costs allowed to be charged to the reserve
under the ICCA methodology." llnfike line clearing costs, where the three-year average is relevant
to the calculation of incremental costs, the three-year average is totally irrelevant andinapplicable
to any determination of the identification or quantification of incremental contract labor costs for
line contractors.

Notwithstanding and without waiver of this objection, FPL responds as follows. FPL does not
track embedded line contractors at the requested level of detail. Embedded line contractors are
recorded to the same GL account as non-embedded line contractors and cannot be identified as
embedded vs. non-embedded.
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OUESTION:
Refer to the response to INT 1-7. Please provide the information requested for line contoactor
expense for each of the years 2016-2019, excluding any storm costs that were charged to base
expense inthose years.

RESPONSE:
FPL has filed an objection to OPC's First Set of Interrogatories No.7 on the basis that the request
seeks information which is irrelevant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence in this proceeding, md is overbroad and unduly burdensome.
Rule 25-6.0143(1)(e)1., F.A.C., specifies that "additional contract labor hired for storm restoration
activities" are included in the '?pes of storm related costs allowed to be charged to the reserve
under the ICCA methodolory." Unlike line clearing costs, where the three-y"ur}.rug. is relevant
to the calculation of incremental costs, the three-year average is totally inelevant and inapplicable
to any determination of the identification or quantification of incremental contract labor costs for
line contractors. Forthesamereasons, FPL objects to OPC's Secondlnterrogatories No. 44.

Notwithstanding and without waiver of its objection, FPL responds as follows: FpL does not track
line contractor expenses at the requested level of detail. Line contractors are recorded to the same
GL account as all other contractor expenses and therefore FPL carurot identi$r line contractors
versus non-line contractor.
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OUESTION:
Storm Hardening Studies. Please provide any assessment and/or study performed by, on behalfof,
or at the direction of the Company that documents, analyzes, or identifies damage due to Hurricane
Dorian that occurred to infrastrucfure where storm hardening work had notyet been performed.

RESPONSE:
Please see attached file "Dorian Report Final.pdf'.
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Power Del ivery Performance

Hurricane Dorian

Storm Date: September3, 2019

Report Date: May 8,2020
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General

This is the Power Delivery Performance Report for Hurricane Dorian. The purpose of this reportis to give an overview of the performance and generalized assessment of the systemwith specificcase studies describing conditions, damage, and system performance.

Daytona Speedway Staging Site



vTU i rilst oEt ut Truuuuttuil ut uuuuiltcilts tIU. ZZ CltU nepurt
Exhibit LK-S

Page 6 of 54

Executive Summary

On Monday September 2,2019, Hurricane Dorian winds started to impact the Florida coasiline
as it intensified to a Category 5 sitting over the Bahama lslands. After spending two days over
the Bahama islands Hurricane Dorian turned north with hurricane force winds impacting tne
coastline from Palm Beach County to the state of Georgia. Dorian impacted all 35 counties
across the 27,000 square miles of FPL's service territory affecting 185K customers. Hurricane
Dorian caused limbs and trees to break in addition to some flooding which impacted the area.

Hurricane Dorian was the strongest hurricane in modern records for the Northwestern Bahamas
and the 48 hour pre-landfall predictive models included a direct hit for the state of Florida. The
timing of the north / northwest turn was very critical in determining how close Dorian would get to
the Florida peninsula and based on the size of Hurricane Dorian and the projected path to-ward
Florida. FPL prepared by staging several crews throughout the state to support the restoration
efforts for this potentially catastrophic storm.

Based on the movement of the storm and the investments to the FPL Grid since 2006, the
winds effectively did not challenge the structural integrity of the system. During Hurricane
Dorian, Transmission and Distribution Hardening and Smart Grid worked togeiher to reduce the
customer interuptions, severity, amount of damage, and improved situationai awareness.

Hurricane Dorian started as a tropical wave before escabting into a Category 5 hurricane (credit: weatfier-com)
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Executive Summary (Gontinued)

Resufts: 60.9% (112.5K) of customers restored in one day, 1 OO%o (1B4.OK) in three days
(impacted). Average customer outage was 78 minutes. This was a three day event, but
according to the Carver data, we did not have any customers out longer than 24 hours, so
essentially lAOo/o of the customers were restored within one day.

FPL Transmission System and Substations performed well in Dorian with no significant
damage to the BES (Bulk Electric System). FPL experienced 0 pole failures and 3 line sections
out. In addition, there was no substations out or major substation equipment damages.
Protective relay systems and breakers were called on to clear 5 relay events with 0 mis-
operations (0%). This is well below the 8% NERC average.

FPL Distribution System performed well in Dorian and demonstrated that the investments in
the Distribution Feeder Hardening Program, Pole lnspection Program (PlP) and Smart Grid are
providing benefits. The system performed as designed and greatly helped to reduce severe
damage, duration of restoration and provided the ability for the grid to self- heal. These
investments were key to the speed of storm restoration.

Distribution pole damage was primarily due to vegetation falling into FPL poles or lines with 5
out of the 8 (67%) poles down. In addition, there were no feeder poles down primarily due to
the hardening efforts and the inspections of the non-hardened poles. 38o/o (3 out of 8) of poles
down were ATT.

Underground Feeders experienced no outages. Overhead Hardened Feeders performed
significantly better than non-Hardened Feeders; however, non-Hardening feeders still benefitted
from the Pole lnspection Program (PlP) which has resulted in the replacement of over B7,OOO
poles and reinforcement of over nearly 57,000 poles since the inspection program began in
2006.

Underground Laterals performed 10.6X better than Overhead Laterals with vegetation (41% ot
Trouble Tickets) being the leading cause of Overhead Lateraloutages. FPL's next step for grid
hardening, Storm Secure Lateral Undergrounding program, which began in2018, experienced
no outages.

Smart Grid provided benefits with AFS (Automated Feeder Switches) Self-Healing operations
avoiding 37K Customer Interuptions.
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Hurricane Dorian Quick Stats

Meteorology
o Dorian did not make landfall, however it did bring hurricane force winds up the east

coast and feeder bands that impacted the remaining FPL area from Monday September
2,2019 through Wednesday September 5, 2019.

Vegetation
. 24%o of Cl was due toVegetation
o 28o/o of all tickets restored required Vegetationwork
. ll feeder outages weredue to vegetation

Distribution System Performance

o Feeders Out 74
oUG 0
o Hardened 22
o Non-Hardened 52
o Hardened Feeders performed 1.76 times better than non-Hardened Feeders
o There were no UG FeederOutages

o Laterals Out 789
o OH 706
oUG83
o Underground Laterals performed ll.TKbetterthan Overhead Laterals
o There were no outages on Storm Secure UG Lateral Hardening program

o DistributionTransformers
o Single phase UG Transformers performed 1.5X better than OH Transformers

o Poles Down *

o Hardened Feeder 0
o Non-Hardened Feeder 0
o Lateral,Service,Telephone 8* Poles replaced to restore power

o Smart Grid
o Automatic Feeders Switch (AFS) teams avoided 37K Customer Interruptions
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Other
o lnjuries OSHA
o Forensics Teams Deployed

Transmission and Substation System performance
o Transmission Out 3 line sectionso Transmission Poles Down Oo Substations Out O

1

42 personnel (trans., sub,dist.)

Gustomer Outages
o Average customer outage was 7g minutesr Peak sustained outages was 1 1,349 t 0.23o/o of total customerbaseo Totaloutages

o 162,390 customers were affected at least once.o 184,626 customers were impacted with murtipre outages.

Carver Tracking
o Start All Areas
. Stop (Dade, Broward,
. Stop (West)
. Stop (North)

9t2t19 @12AM
Pdm Beach) 9l4li9 @ 6AM

9t4t19 @7AM
9t5t19 @12AM



vTU S ril5t OEt ut rruuuuuuil ut uuuuiltcilt! rlu. 4z ailu nEuutr
Exhibit LK-5

Page 10of54

Storm Gharacteristics and Weather
Hurricane Dorian reached Category 5 intensity on September 1 with maximum sustained windsof 185 mph. Hurricane Dorian made landfall in Eibow Cay, Bahamas and again on Grand
Bahama several hours later with feeder bands affecting the entire state oi Florida. On
September 2, Hurricane Dorian stalled just north of Grand Bahama, still as a Catefory 5, for about
a day and then on September 3 began to move slowly towards the north-northwest impacting the
Florida east coast. On September 5 Hurricane Dorian continued up the eastern US coast 

"iitingthe FPL and Florida territory. Summarized from https:/Arwvrrv.weather.oov/mh>r/Dorian201g

Hurricane Dorian was the strongest hurricane in modern records for the northwestern Bahamas
and the 48 hour pre-landfall projected path included a direct hit for the state of Florida. The timing
of the northwest or north turn was very critical in determining how close Dorian would get to th6
Florida peninsula on Tuesday and Wednesday. Based on the size and the multiple projected
paths into Florida, FPL prepared by staging several crews to support the restoration efforts.
(Source NHC Report)

ActualStorm Path
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Best track positions for Hurricane Dorian, 24 August - 7 September 2019 (Source NHC)
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Storm Surge and Flooding

o Storm surge warnings ultimately extended from Lantana, Florida north to Virginia. Based
on NOS tide gauge and USGS pressure sensor data, at least 3 ft of inundation (which
NHC uses as a first-cut threshold for the storm surge watch/warning) occurred within
some parts of the warning area, particularly portions of northeastern Florida. Although a
sizeable portion of the Storm Surge Warning area did not verify, the issuance of the
watch and warning was justified given that a slight westward deviation of Dorian's track,
or an expansion of its wind field, would have caused significant storm surge flooding to
occur along a larger proportion of the coast. The first storm surge forecast for a portion
of the U.S. east coast was issued at 1500 UTC 1 September and called for maximum
inundation heights of 4 to 7 ft above ground level between Jupiter lnlet and the
Volusia/Brevard County Line in Florida. (Source NHC Report)

. Storm surge flooding occurred along portions of the southeastern United States coast
from Florida to Virginia. In Florida, inundation heights of 1 to 3 ft above ground level
were observed, although afew USGS sensors along the northeastern coast of Florida
measured peakwater levels slightly over 3 ft MHHW (Fig. 9). A sensor atJacksonville
Beach, Florida, measured a wavefiltered water level of 3.6 ft MHHW. The highest levels
sampled by a tide gauge were at Fernandina Beach, Florida, where the NOS instrument
measured a storm surge of 4.25 ft above normaltide levels and a storm tide of 2.6 ft
MHHW. (Source NHC Report)

*4.3n
ni, ttl
*!"tll

&tt 9l

Tide gauge and USGS storm tide pressure sensor measurements from the east coast of
the United States and the Bahamas from Hurricane Dorian, converted to feet above
Mean Higher High Water, which is used as a proxy for inundation. (Source NHC Report)
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Storm Surge and Flooding (Pictures)
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Rainfall
o Hurricane Dorian rainfall analysis (inches) during the period 31 August to 9 September

2019, which includes the extratropical phase. Graphic courtesy of the NOAAWeather
Prediction Center.

2!r.. ltor T#?tirile ldrGrl#-P'kttHt$ES
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Forecasts and Warning Critique
. Several NHC forecasts issued on 28-30 August brought the center of Dorian over the

Florida peninsula. However, subsequent NHC forecasts turned Dorian northward east of
Florida. This resulted in low track forecast errors during a time when many models still
indicated a landfall in Florida. (Source NHC Report)

Selected official track forecasts (blue lines, with 0, 12, 24, 36, 48,72,96, and 120 h positions
indicated) for Hurricane Dorian from 0000 UTC 31 August to 0000 UTC 4 September 2019. The
best track is given by the white line with positions shown at 6 h intervals. (Source NHC Report)

Winds and Pressure
. Dorian's center remained offshore the coast of eastern Florida, tropical-storm-force winds

occurred north of Broward County, because the hurricane's wind field had expanded
considerably by then. The highest observed surface wind speed was a 60-kt gust
measured at New Smyrna Beach, Florida, around 0640 UTC 4 September. Some higher
gusts were observed, but those occurred at elevated stations. (Source NHC Report)

o Feeder bands impacted the entire state of Florida.

l1,r'rI*f{il{rl*{t:!,X#1 i14i!}r1 i*r:!{r!;ir51itdrrd:.,lirarrrtrrr] ,'r11ls,r,tf si."!ilt{1.1 !; 4,:*rgttlr
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Pre-Landfall Storm Path

72Hour Pre-Landfall
o NHC Track 813012019 S:O0AMAdvisory
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48 Hour Pre-Landfall
. NHC 813112019 5:00AM Advisory
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24 Hour Pre-Landfall
o NHC 91112019 5:00AMAdvisory



vrv ! r[!t ogt ut Tluquuttuil vl uuuuiltcilL! tIU, zZ ailu ng99tl
Exhibit LK-5

Page 18 of54

Final Hour Pre-Landfall
o NHC 91212019 2:00AMAdvisory
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ActualStorm Path (Source: NHC)
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ActualStorm Path
Saffir-Simpson scale

Category

IIn
'l'fhfif''"

One

Wind speeds
{tor l-minub ma$mum sustaine{t urinds}

knots (kn) rnphknots (kn)
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Transmission and Substation Performance

Summary

the Transmission System performed well during the stormevent. Conductor damage was

Transmission poles down: 0

Transmission lines out: 0

Transmission Iry!!4-oufi 3
o Voltage class: 115kV

Substations out: 0

Protection System Performance:
r There were 5 transmission relay events and 0 mis-operation for a 0% mis-operation rate

(NERCgoal is 8.0o/o,FPL12 month average is6%)
. Calculation based on NERC PRC-004

Maior Equipment Damaqe:

Transmission Lines and Substations
o No major equipment damage identified

Distribution Substations
o No major equipment damage identified
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Transmission Line Performance

Overall Transmission Performance was good during the storm event. Conductor damage was
minimal. Approximately 45o/o of lines were patrolled after the storm. The boundaries of thL storm
included Central and North Management Areas.

Transmission System Performance
o 5 out of 235 Transmission lines experienced 5 Relay operationsr 3 out of 486 Line Sections out

Damage / Gomponent Failures
o 0 poles down
. 2 spans with phasesdown
o 1 OHGWfailures
. 0 spans replaced

Line Events

Traremie*ion Line Lina Seaion ,

LFE
Deland -
Putnam 11skv

Como Tap -
Crescent Cifu

Debris - Spanish moss at structure 64G5

Cape Canaveral-
South Cape 115kV

Courtenay -
South Cape

OHGW down due to corrosion at
the pole bond connection

91F12

Laurderdale-
McArthur 138kV

Atl Bird Streamer
Momentary

9T2A

Andytown -
Nobhill230 kV

Atl Palm Frond blew into feeder 6262
and flashed up into transmission
Momentary

8539 to
85510

Millcreek -
St Johns #2 115kV

Gator -
St Augustine

Conductor down 115H10
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Su bstation Performance

Overall Substation Performance was good during the storm event. All events that included an
entire substation were identified as momentaries.

o 0 Distribution Substations of 622 totalSubstations were out
. 5 BES Relay Operations with 0 relay mis-operations (0%mis-operations)
o 0 Major Equipment Damage
. No flooded substations

o St. Augustine incorporated the AquaDam which performed as expected.
. No substation communications were completely lost. The following outages did occur:

o TELCO: 6 stations
o \Mreless: 8 stations
o Both wired and wireless: 0 stations

o System protection operated asexpected.
. No stations experienced battery loss due to extended outage.
. No mobile equipment wasdeployed.

Post Storm Events
. No significant post storm events to date

Protective Relay Performance
o A Relay Mis-operation is a failure to trip or tripping unnecessarily further defined by

NERC PRC-OO4
. Relay Misoperation Comparisons is shown below

Relay Misoperation Details
o No Mis-operations occurred

RELAY MISOPEFATION AVf RA6E

9%

8}6

7%

6Yb

596

4%

3?6

2%

tffo

o%
Approx

NERCAvt
8,O95

ll Month
FFLAvg

6?6
r.ill8s

Hurrlcrnr
Matth6w

7,2?t
slGS

Hurrlcrnr Hurrlqenr
lrme Forlan
r.5?6 e%
zlreo o/s



vr95 FllSt oEt ut Ttuuuultutt ut uuuuiltgill! t\9. zz ailu ngputt
Exhibit LK_5

Page 24 of 54

Gase Study - St. Augustine AquaDam

What is the AquaDam?
o The AquaDam is a tempoary water-filled barrier which can control and divert water. lt

consists of two flexible watertight inner tubes, side by side, contained within a woven
outer sleeve. The inner tubes are filled with water, giving form to the AquaDam, and
creating a tem pora ry, h ig h ly-effective water ba rrier.o Installation time for water-filled AquaDam mainly depends on available pumping power.
Most AquaDams are installed in a single oay ano removal is similar. AquaDams can beguided through turns, to conform to neirly any designed path alignment.-o The AquaDam was designed to conform to all the requirements of the Clean Water Act.
By eliminating the use of dirUearth fill material, the potential for earth fill discharges into
the waterway is dramatically reduced, if not eliminated. (Source: wvvw.AquaDam.net)

The AquaDam installed for Dorian prevented storm surge from entering yard.o St' Augustine has experienced three significant storm surge events in the last four years.o The AquaDam maximum protection level 7.6FT
' Surge levels would have likely not caused equipment damage without the AquaDam.

St. Augustine AquaDam pre-Storm
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Gase Study - St. Augustine AquaDam (Gontinued)

r Table to the right identifies key
NAVD88 elevations

o The below table compares the last
three major storms affecting the St.
Augustine Substation.

f{r,miene lrrne l Fhrrkne Sorian:
)ate 10t7t2016 9t11t2017 9t04t2019
Warninq Flood Alarmed 12:26 AM
Flood Alarm 1:00 AM
Storm Surqe NAVD 88 -7.0 Feet -6.7 Feet 5.1 Feet
Surqe Level above Yard -33 inches -30 inches -12 inches
Equipment Damaged/
Reolaced

Four Switch
Cabinets

Feeder Breaker,
One Switch Cabinet No Damaqe

AquaDam held back storm surge and an interior pump kept rain from accumulating
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Gase Study - St. Augustine AquaDam (Gontinued)

Actual Storm Surge at Jacksonville
o Less than 50 miles from St. Augustine
. 3' storm surge at Jacksonville and 5' storm surge at St. Augustine
. Flood waters recede in about 6 hours

rr.tr.att !r n.| tililA* |*ltt|l-Or& .t
tFl}{ml|' r.al|ltt9trratal|cttfl rtt&tt

aI
I
a

tI

Hurricane Matthew surge hit just after high tide as tides were starting to go down

l..rtathirfilA||i'|f'*Lf,id!tt*t!..qrt
tr Ltt0ltl {aiL tlrt"*r r illn1ffl l' || tfilrio?

lrma

I
I
I

I

* hfa.&r * lffi * fr'lr4r

Hurricane lrma surge hit just after high tide as tides were starting to go down

to&Lmt[*{tt
oLffd f*r tEh .t |' nfl{ frrlod l}r tilr tftq ft
te |ttlga, oi.rt t lhln a ,'|lqr|{ ra!6lttrlsl

Dorian

!*{
;
?
ilI

$urge at Loti,,.' j'," tide*.2"83ft,'.'

Surge at High
tide.2.16ft

Hurricane Dorian maximum storm surge occurred at lowtide which minimized worst case surge
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Gase Study - St. Augustine AquaDam (Continued)

St. Augustine AquaDam during hurricane at high tide

St. Augustine AquaDam during hurricane at high tide
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Distri bution Performance

Distribution Systemperformed wellin Dorian and demonstrated the investments in the Distribution
Hardening Program, Pole Inspection Program (PlP) and Smart Grid have helped to reduce the
number and severity of outages during Hurricane Dorian. This was key to improved speed of
restoration.

Pole Down Summary

o Hardened Feeder 0
. Non-Hardened Feeder 0
o Lateral, Service, Telephone I

Feeder Summary

. Feeders Out
oUG
o Hardened

Lateral Summary

o Laterals Out
oOH
oUG

a

a

a

a

Smart
a

Affected
76
0
21

% Affected
2%
0o/o

2o/o

3%o Non-Hardened 55
Excludes outoges caused by Tronsmission and Substation

o No Hardened Feeder Poles down out of 175,576 poles on 1 198 Hardened Feeders
. Hardened Feeders performed 1.76 times betterthan non-Hardened Feeders
r The primary objective of hardening is to reduce restoration times by minimizing the

number of pole failures during extreme wind weather events.

Affected
789
706
83

% Affected
0.41%
0.82o/o
0.08%

Underground Laterals perform 10.7X times better than Overhead Laterals.
Vegetation is the leading cause of Overhead Lateraloutages
No Hardened Laterals experienced an outage.
Excludes outages caused by Feeder, Substation or Transmission outages

Grid Summary
Self-Healing AFS (Automated Feeder Switch) operations avoided 37K Customer
lnterruptions (Cl) during the storm.
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Pole Performance

Distribution Poles performed well in Dorian. Hardened poles performed better than non-
Hardened poles. The investments in the distribution hardening program, pole inspection program
(PlP) and smart grid have helped reduce the number and-seve-rity of outages during 

"Iortevents. The severity of damage was minimized and the speed of restoration was faster due tc
the efforts of the hardening programs that FPL has employed. pole damage was primarily due
to vegetation.

o 0 Hardened Feeder polesdown
o 8 Total poles replaced to restore power

o 3 ATT Poles
o 5 FPL Poles

Hardening Pole Programs
. Storm Hardening plan:

o Hardened 175,576 poles
c Pole lnspection Program:

o Replaced 87,246poles
o Reinforced 57,595 poles

n 3'd Party Poles replaced by FpL
** Estimated

Hardened Feeders O 1T5,576 O%
non-Hardened Feeder 0 245,424 * Oo/o

3,0 Party* 3 232,0A0 0.0004%
Lateral/ Service s 779,196 n 0.0006%
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Pole Damage Details
o No Hardened Feeder Poledown
r 3 ATT poles down

o 2 vegetationand l deteriorated polefailure
. 5 FPL poles down

o 3 vegetation, 1 pole fire, and 1 no causeidentified
. Vegetationwas the primary cause for pole damage

Pole Damage Details from TGMS and Other Sources

Type of Pole Damage

Type of Pole Damage
l6o/o
8tr/o

6tr/o

4tr/o

20%

ooa

Tree or
Vegetation

ITTI
Pole Fire Deteriorated Other

FDR# Sub MA

FPI

or
ATT TTS Date LLN#/FPLID Detail Comments of outage

803038 TROPICAL

WD ATT 666 9/2/20Le 8-6253-9852

Deteriorated AT&T pole - West Dade - need
replace badly broken tx pole..40/3 pole.. l phs

lat..tx 50 kv 7620/13strt 120l2zt0tx..oil spill
crew..L/p/s broken ptp.. rs open pull off lat. r/o
1431sw 93ct.. pole &tx r/o 1320sw 92 pl.. no

truck access.. RS Interruption Category Code -

ocA

704463 FASHION

NB FPL 247 s/3/20L9 8€090{428

Pole broke 5'from the top just above the
transformer. Pics on sharepoint site. Per the
ticket comments wire was against pole and

caught the pole on fire

706465 HOLMBERG

NB ATT 724r 9/3/20ts 8-7093-5593

Tree took out lateral and broke pole. Needto
get pole location downstream of TLN 8-7093-

5593-0-7

404132 SATELLITE
BV ATT 1674 9/3l20ts 26871784r'.

lrees took out lateral conductor and pole, rear
rf 290 Ocean Spav Ave at FPL lD# 2681!7844

105832 ELKTON
NF FPL 1235 e/4/20L9 3-4451-8546

lrees took out lateral and broke dead end 40'/4
role at tln# 34451-8546{-1

105832 ELKTON

NF FPL

t449

9/4/2oLs

3-4848-8397

TCMS details - 7 poles s/o packing house need treeto
clear so line crew can repl 40/4 corner pole /2

phase's & neut / & put up 2 spans #2 al pri & neut /
access / abandon 2 pot bank does not need to be put

back up
? ( FPL NA No cause identified (Pictures from Crew)

L04832 Taylor LT FPL z>5 9/4/2019 lree took out lateral and broke pole.

63% 13% 73%
73o/o
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Gase Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o FPL

o Tree / Vegetation
. TT# 255 on 9/4/L9
. CF /Taylor / 104832(Daytona)
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Case Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o FPL

o No cause identified (Other)
r No Ticket information (Pictures from Crew)
o St.Augustineon9/4/L9
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Case Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o FPL

o Tree / Vegetation
o Tf# 1,449
o NF / Elkton / L0SB32 (St. Augustine)

Gase Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o FPL

o Tree fell on line breaking pole
r TT# 1235
o NF / Elkton / 105932 (St. Augustine)
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Gase Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o FPL

. Vegetation(Palm Frond)wrapped around stinger and caused a polefire

o If#247
o NB / Fashion / 704463 (Pompano / Ft.Lauderdale)

Case Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o ATT
o Tree fell into lateral and brokepole
o IT#L24L
e NB / Holmberg / 706465 (Parkland / Boca Raton)

r No pictures were taken due to quick restorationand cleanup'
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Case Study - Pole Analysis

Details
o ATT
o Deteriorated
o TT# 666
o WD / Tropical / 803038

(Miami)

i'
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Case Study - Pole Analysis

Details
. ATT
o Tree fell into lateral and brokepole
o TT#7674
. BV / Satellite / 404L32 (Melbourne / CapeCanaveral)
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Feeder Performance

o Underground Feeders performed better than overhead Feeders.

Feeder Performance by Feeder Type
o Excludes Transmission and SubstationOutages

' OH Hardened Feeder includes OHto-UG conversions as a part of Hardeningo Data based on Adjusted Carver Report, g-S-19 @ 6AM

Feeder Performance Outage Rate
50%
45%
n%
35%
30%
2s%
2Oo/o

75%
LO%

5%

@/o

UG UG UG UG oH/uG oH
/Hybrid /Hybrid

non-
Hardened Hardened

o
o
m Network

Duct &
Manhole URD Other

Higher Gost Lower

Definition of Purely Overhead (OH), Purely Underground(UG) and Hybrid Feeders

UG Feeder ) Combination of feeder and lateral miles > = 95% UG
OH Feeder ) Combination of feeder and lateral miles < = 5% UG

Hybrid Feeder ) combination of feeder and lateral miles betwe en io/o- 95% uG

* Rrcentof Underground **

UG Network 0 11 0o/o

UG Duct / Manhole 0 331 O%
UG Other 0 136 0o/o

UG URD 0 79 Oo/o

OH / UG / Hybrid Harderled 22 1198 2%

,, ., . 9t-{ {,i-"lybrid non-Hardened 52 1721 3o/o
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Hardened vs non-Hardened Feeder performance

o Hardened Feeders make up 3io/o of the Feeder population.
. No feeder poles were broken or down during this event.o Hardened Feeders performed 1.64 times betterthan non-Hardened Feedersc Forensic teams inspected 21 Hardened Feeders experiencing an outageo Data based on Adjusted Carver Report, g-5-19 @ 6AM

52 t 1.721 = 3o/. = 1.64 X Better
22t 1,199 2%

Feeder Outage Causes
o Data based on TCMStickets
. Vegetation accounted for 1go/o of thefeedertickets
o Due to the large number of resources available during this storm restoration was

performed quickly and additional cause analysis was unable to be performed.

188 - Equip Failed OH 24 27%
2,6,14 - Hurricane/Storm 22 25o/o
20,21- Vegetation 17 19o/o

190 - Unknown 8 9o/o

197 - Other 8 9%
200 - Transmission related 5 60/o

Balance of outaqes 5 60/o

I@J se 100%

Area Haldend nonFlarM
North (NF, CF, BV) 13 19
East CIC, WB, BR) 7 23
South (NB,CB,SB, ND,CD,WD.SD) 2 8
West (TB,MS,NA) 0 2
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Lateral Performance

o Underground Laterals performed betterthan overhead Laterals.o While UG Laterals make up 56% of the Lateral population, UG Laterals sustained less
outages accounting for only 0.08% of the Laterals out.o Based on the assessment of outage performance UG Laterals performed 10.7 times better
than OH Laterals.

r Lateraloutages do not include outages caused by Feeder, Substation orTransmissiono storm control Laterals (scL) were not created for this evento Data based on Adjusted Carver Report, g-S-19 @ 6AM

706 I 86.047 = 0.820 = 10.7
g3 / 109,255 0.09o/o

Underground Laterals performed 10.7 X better than Overhead Laterals
:

.t-.turnbir..UG

L'arerds Out*

Lateral Outage Causes
r Data based on TCMStickets
. Vegetation accounted for 41o/o of the lateral ticketsr Due to the large number of resources available during this storm restoration was

performed quickly and additional cause analysis was unable to be performed.

20,21,25 - Vegetation 318 41o/o

2,6,14 - Hurricane/Storm 155 2Oo/o

197 - Other 139 18o/o

188 - Equip Failed OH 88 11o/o

190 - Unknown 27 4o/o

Balance of Outaqes 43 60/o

Totat Tlo 100%
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Storm Secure Lateral Undergrounding
o No Laterals that have been Hardened

Program

experienced an outage.
uaoe llau tv EUE/5S 5rl.bgs5brltu Ml3!n1 bdroens u.{r!t u.l..J

East/North TC AOAMS r{t8451 65871402803 St- Lucie 0.92 3,08

EasVNorth TC ADAMS 40&45t 5587rl4u5tC St" Lucie 0-95 3-08

EastlNorth BR ATLA'{TIC 403231 87797865509 Eocd Raton 0.37 1.54

East/North BR HITLSBORO 404733 87895343609 Eoca REton 0.55 0-53

East/Nolth BR HrrlsBoR0 404736 880915571204 Boca Raton o_05 0-21

East/North TC OLYMFIA 4gt762' 67649?07405W Mdrtin 0.19 0.89

Eart/North TC OLYMPIA 401764 67351874001 Martin 0.53 0-59

East/North TC PORTSEWAI-L 404933 67t5s685001 Martin 0-21 o-68

West n4s TUTTTE 504532 51768423396 Sardsota 0"19 0.52

West NA ALUGATOR 593566 7678288350r Collier o"z3 0.73

West MS PAYNE soz834 s13?0975802 Sar3sota 0.18 0.38
West MS PROCTOR 505166 52163301703 S€rarota 0.2? 0.79

West t'tA NAPTES 501239 76280874902 Naples 0.09 0"12
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Distribution Transformer and Padmounted Switch Performance

Single phase pad mount transformers performed 1.5 times better than aerial transformers.
Although pad mount transformers usually perform 3 to 4 times better than aerial transformers
under storm conditions, this was not the case for this storm due to the following:

e Storm did not make landfall and produced less wind (less impact to aerial transformers)o Off-shore storm still produced rain and surge (affecting pad mount transformers)

Transformer Analytics
o There are over 938,147 distribution transformers in service
. Based on ISC (lntegrated Supply Chain) issued material
. UG performed 1.5X betterthan OH transformers

o (0.009/0.006)=1.5X
o 58 of 621,288 aerial transformers = 0.009 % failure rate
o 16 of 267,803 single phase pods = 0.006 % failure rate
o 3 of 49,056 three phase pads

Transformer Interruptions
o Source Carver file 9/19 @ 6am and AMG

lnterruptions 1,355 L,299 56

# of TX 938,147 62L,288 316,859
% lnteruptions 0.1% 0.2% 0.02%

Pad Mounted Switches. There was no pad-mount switch failures related to the storm
' This information is based on teams reviewing trouble tickets, materials that were issued,

and reports from theareas
' No failed switches were sent to the Reliability Assurance Center for RCA (Root Cause

Analysis)
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Smart Grid

AUTOTI'ATED

IATERAT
swrcH (Ausl

ln 2014, FPL began to accellerate its expansion of smart Grid Devices.

By incorportating Smart Grid strategy it allows our feeders to prevent and mitigate
outages, in addition to speeding up restoration efforts.

lnstallation of more than 114,000 intelligent devices have been completed.

Over 5 million smart meters have been installed to residential and business customers.
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AFS (Automated Feeder Switch)

Automatic Feeder switches (AFS) isolate, transfer load, interrupt faults
and have pulse close-capabilities. They automatically reroute electricity to
reduce the amount of customers affected when an adverse condition
affects the power lines.

AFS Performance:
o 37KCustomer Interruptions (Cl) avoided during the storm

AFS Availability
o AFS units may become disabled or show "Offline/Not Available" dueto:r Naturalcauses:28units

o Lost communications due to loss of power
o Damagetoswitches
o Switches reconfigured in the field
o Initial assessments did not indicate any AFS being visuallydamaged
o 63 AFS to be field checked identifying any AFS failures.o Planned: 0 units
o Storm process which disables AFS team operations for winds greater than

74mph.
o Disabling of "Normal Open" switches in those areas to avoid automatic throw-

over to altematefeeder.

AFS Team Success Rate
o Success Rate indicates self-healing from primary circuits to backup circuito Data does not include feeders asAFS feeders if they have only an'01" AFS or only a

"NO' AFS (a.k.a. SupportFeeder)
o Due to the low number of tickets it is normal to have 0% and lO}o/o successrates

ct *!f8 o x ua
16 ffi Ittri I I finxdr* figt tfn 1 t :ffi
m o :ut o I GT
iltl o Itf,t o t oa
SD 5AA m I I ilIlr

:frct IflEI .rdt8 tf a 6rr
gR iuql :ilf{ I 3 {It|3
TE $ilo rmjt s 1l ]?x

rflB Eil[T tffia 3 7 rlffi
:rllHr trg am !t r ffi

BV uiilt tlflll 2 ll 50t
CF 7!p{ rrffiF E Io ffi
ils 7B{ uiBf I II ]s

; lfl#l !r$t lts I 1 rEr
ttG u!ry no I 1 rfrlt3

ErrtdTobl lttt#l SlEi gl 5fl :.8#



vTvD tril!t oEt ut Ttuuuultuil ut uuuutilEilLS t\u. 4Z ailu nguutt
Exhibit LK-5

Page 44 ol 54

ALS (Automated Lateral Switch)

Automatic Lateral switches (ALS) clear temporary faults, provides enhanced
protection and coordination. During storm events with extreme winds for
extended period of time, ALS performance is similar to a fuse.

ALS Forensics
t 379laterals were patrolled

o 20o/o (75) locations were missing at least one ALS unit
o Based on 417 ALStickets

ALS vs non-ALS lateral Performance

CtqSPar@
Count of NON-ALS Laterals 26,321
Number of Outages 355
Percent Outage 1.3o/o

Count of ALS Laterals 54,679
Number of Outages 417
Percent Outage O.8o/o
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Vegetation

. Vegetation on laterals was the leading cause of Customer Interuptions (Cl). Vegetation pre-sweeps minimized CIF feederoutages

' Branches growing and blowing into secondary conductors created most of the tree worko There were 3252 pre-staged Vegetation crews from outside FpL

Pre-storm Activities
o FPL was preparing for aCategory 3 event
o 4452 vegetation line clearing personnelwere deployed pre-storm
o Pre-storm sweeps to clear CIF (Critical Infrastructure Feeders) of vegetation were

completed over 3684 mileswithin 3 days.

' Vegetation that was cleared included high risk trees (new dead or leaning), palms,
bamboo, vines, or fast growing vegetation (cycle busters)

# Feeders Total Miles Miles Swept %
Dade 236 516 516 LW%
East 304 936 877 94o/o

North 225 L402 L402 100%
West 133 889 889 IA0%
Grand Total 898 3743 3684 98%
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Gl related to Vegetation
o 24o/o of Cl (Customer Interuptions) wasVEG cause codes (42,67}tcms/1g0,337 Carver)

o 4o/o w?s due to Vines (1,752t42,6T9)
o 96% was due to Trees and other vegetation (40,926t42,679)

. TCMS tickets issued fromgl2tlg to 9t4t19

11 Tree related Feeder Outages (all in North Region)
o 9 were Non -preventable from trees outside the Right of way.
o 2 were Palm related

Vegetation TCMS Troubte Tickets (TT)
o 28o/o of all TT restored needed Tree Work (A4912,976)
o Tickets to vegetation crews during restoration

o 72%o were secondary or service wire
o 28o/o were Lateral or Feeder

. Legend

o Other - location ticket not called in by
customer and FPL created TCMS ticket

o NLS - No Loss of Service
o FDR-Feeder
o LAT - Lateral
o TX - Transformer, Secondary, Service

Vegetation TCMSTT
Device Type

by

FDR

L-/o

n=716
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Gase Study: Change Detection in Vegetation using L|DAR

The use of Drones began in Hurricane IRMA capturing pictures and videos. In this storm, the
innovation team and Vegetation piloted the use of Dronei and lidar to compare pre and post storm
imagery. One of the goals for this storm was to determine processing time after the storm, which
on average was 6 hours per feeder. This pilot was completed on two feeders and the results of
the pilot are noted below.

Vero Feeder
. No changes were found with broken poles or vegetation.

Edgewater Feeder
o No changes were found with broken poles or vegetation.

Below is an example of pre and post storm imagery:
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Vegetation Pictures
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Staging Sites

Lake City staging site

St. Lucie Fairgrounds staging site

Daytona Speedway staging site

Jacksonville staging site

St. Augustine staging site
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Forensics

Data Gollection Findings / Number of patrols

o Forensic (ESDA data collection ) 10 Findings l2lPatrolso ALS Patrol (Findings reported back to team lead) 75 Findings / 379 patrols
o ALS (Automated Lateralswitch) identified ALS damaged and missing units

Background and Philosophy

FPL's Storm Forensic Organization was formed after the 2004-2005 active storm seasons to help
evaluate Distribution infrastructure performance during extreme wind weather events. The data
collected serves to meet FPL commitments to the FPSC which include annual summary reporting
of infrastructure performance during hurricane events.

The field forensic teams were created to investigate affected areas and collect damage
information to analyze performance of:

o Hardened Feeders
. Overhead Feeders
o Overhead vs. Underground Laterals

Note: Forensic investigations exclude locations undersafety, property damage or other
special investigation teams

Dorian Activation

Based on the projected path and intensity of Hurricane Dorian the Forensics Team was pre-
activated, but not pre-positioned. As the stormapproached Floridaand turned North up the coast,
the teams were deployed as conditions improved and were acceptable to begin patroi.

ESDA

Since communications were not down, FPL incorporated the use of the ESDA (Emergency Storm
Damage Assessment) App on their smart device to collect data on the impacted Hardened
Feeders. All Hardened Feeders affected, that were not related to substation or transmission
outages, were patrolled using ESDA

Hardened Feeders

The primary objective of hardening is to reduce restoration times by minimizing the number ofpole failures during extreme wind weather events. Pole failures typically teiO to extended
restoration times and longer outages. As a result, FPL forensic investigliors use pole failure rates
as the primary measurement criteria to evaluate performance of Hlrdened vs. non-Hardened
Feeders within the impacted areas. Feeder field forensic data was collected to conduct root
cause analysis and failure mode of previously Hardened Feeders that locked out during the storm.
Allcalculations are based on field data coilected from ESDA patrols.
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Overhead Feeders

Investigation of selected Overhead Feeders impacted by extreme wind events is an annual
reporting requirement to the FPSC. Inspection locations are defined based on selected routes
within the path of the storm. The objective of inspections is to collect sample data on selected
Feeder locations in order to evaluate infrastructure performance during extreme wind events.
Field data from ESDA patrols, TCMS and other sources will be utilized.

Overhead vs. Underground Performance

The investigation and performance of Overhead vs. Underground infrastructure during extreme
wind events is an annual reporting requirement to the FPSC. Forensic investigators examine
selected Underground or Overhead Lateral facilities that were affected within the path of the
storm. The objective of these inspections is to collect sample data from Overhead or Underground
damage locations in order to evaluate and compare infrastructure performance of Overhead and
Undergroundfacilities duringextreme wind event. Field datafrom ESDA patrols, TCMS and other
sources will be utilized.

Defining Storm Affected Areas

The emergency preparedness department performs the storm tracking activities from forecast to
actual storm path. This information is available to the GIS group Technology Coordinator and is
used to identify the storm affected area. Prior to a storm event, the Forensic Leads and the
Technology Coordinator will be in close contact to execute the below plan based on the latest
possible forecast or pre-storm plan. After the storm has passed, the Forensics Team executes
the pre-storm plan unless the actual event was significantly different, at which time a new plan
based on the actual storm path will be developed.

Dorian affected FPL's entire service area including:

Southeas tAreas:
Central Dade
West Dade
South Broward

North Manaoement Areas:

North Dade South Dade
Central Broward North Broward
Boca Raton West Palm

Central Florida

Toledo Blade

Treasure Coast Brevard
North Florida

West Manaqement Areas:
Manasota Naples
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Storm Hardening Plan

o The Storm Hardening Plan started in 2006 and FpL has:
o Hardened 170K poles through August 2019o FPL's Storm Hardening Plan is filed with the pSC

PIP (Pole Inspection Program)

. The Pole Inspection Program started in 2006 and FpL has:
o Replaced 87,24G through August 2019
o Reinforced 57,595through August20lg

o FPL's Pole Inspection Program is filed with the pSC.

Distribution Design Gust Wind Speeds

110(031

Distribution Hardening Programs

I tm mph region

f tSO mph region

! tlS mph region

50{6-4

Speeds
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General Definitions / Acronyms
Affected - include only one interruption per device (for feeder, lateral, transformer, etc) if the device goes
out multiple times

ALS - Automated Lateral Switch

AFS - Automated Feeder Switch

Broken or Downed Pole - Can not carry electricity

Customers Affected - Customers that experienced an outage

Cl - Customers lmpacted which are customers that may have gone out more than once or nested outages.

Cl Avoided - Customer Interruptions Avoided

CMH- Construction Man Hours (Labor)

DA - DistributionAutomation

D&A - Design and Applications which coordinate the forensic operations and forensic patrols

ESDA - Electric Storm DamageAssessment is a mobile app and primary tool thatfacilitated the collection
and characterization of the major types of damage on the Distribution system.

Hybrid Feeder - combination of Feeder and Lateral miles between 5% - gs% uG

Interruptions - Total numberof customeroutages

Mean Higher High Water (MHHW) - An average of higher high water heights over time. Numbers are
reported as the value above that regions value.

NHC - National Hunicane Center

NOS- National Ocean Service

OH Feeder- Combination of Feederand Lateralmiles < = S% UG

RCA - Root CauseAnalysis

TCMS - Trouble Call Management System

UG Feeder- Combination of Feederand Lateralmiles > = g5% UG
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QUESTION:
Standby. Refer to the Direct Testimony of Mr. Miranda at page 22 rcfening to the 184,000
customers for which FPL restored power. Please provide any documents that summarize the
number of service restorations by service territorv.

RESPONSE:
Please refer to FPL's response for OPC's lst Production of Documents Request, No. 10, which
preliminarily indicated that approximately 162,000 [unique] customers lost power. FPL Witress
Miranda's Direct Testimony indicates that more than 184,000 outages were experienced by
customers (some more than one outage during the event).
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OUESTION:
Capitzlized Cost. Refer to the Confidential DH-l Support File at worksheet tab 2(a) which shows
the summary of Capitalized Cost associated with Hurricane Dorian. Footrote 1 indicates that
uritization for the "follow-up" costs have not yet been completed. Please provide all documents
used to complete that unitization when it iscompleted.

RESPONSE:
Refer to FPL's response to OPC's First Set of lnterrogatories No. 20 forunitized follow-up costs
as of May 3I,2020.
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OUESTION:
Mutual Assistance Companies. Refer to the Confidential HSPM DH-l Support File and the Excel
files pertraining to all line and line-clearing contractors provided as part ofthe Company's filing.

a. Please confirm that there are no costs included in Exhibit DH-l pertaining to mutual
assistance companies. If not confirmed, please indicate the location and amounts of all such

costs summarized or otherwise included in Exhibit DH- 1.

b. Please completely explain all reasons there are no costs included in Exhibit DH-l
pertaining to mutual assistance companies

RESPONSE:
a. Mutual Assistance costs are included in the Contractor line

on HSPM DH-l Support File. Refer to Attachment No.
assistance costs for Hurricane Dorian included on DH-1.

b. See response to subpart (a).

4 of Exhibit DH-1, GL Detail tab
1 of this response for the mutual
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Invoice for Mutual Assistance Su pport provided to
Florida Power&_Light -Juno B6ach, Florida

Aufust,20i9 - --

BillTo: Florida Power & Light
Attn:Greg Gartnei
15430 Endeavor Drive
Mailstop 572,2404
Jupiter, FL gUTe-MilZ

RemitTo: ComEd
Attn: Kim Joseph
Two Lincoln Centre - iOth Floor
Oakbrook Terrace, lL€01 81 4260

Invoice Number:

Work Ordert{umber:
BillinoDate:

Pay ThbAfrount:

19MUT2

,t5&!9074
Novernber 20,20{g
$ 2,605,A13.42

FEIN: 36-@38600

"' FINAL INVOICE,,.

Tebor

9807.8 2,198,505.26$

$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

$

_$,

39fi42.39

23,809.98
95,680.14
17,92A34

1,009,95
88.13

5,595.07
8'51

222,953.65

406 508.16

urrect .Zq+.ffi
Laboroverheads or ' s'Gzs.a_ _i_;$fffiL
LaborTotal

Non Labor Materials&StoresHandling

Travel
Contrading
Meafs
Office & postaqe
Other Expendifrnes
CIher OperatingCosts
Other Employee Related

Transportation

Non LaborTotal

lnvoice Gmnd Total



General Lgdger: FPL Mutral Assistance -
August 2019 (19MUT2)

Ledtr. Dhect Labor

[JH-JoumallD l(grltilh.lrems)

Lrru 5 rtr$t t\t qugut

Ldger'AlA
SumofAdivigAmount
Subacct-Level2 JSubaccorLedger - Total Billed

rluudwt - Lqvq z

iAll Other Subaccounts

Sum ofActivituAmount
Subacd-Level2 :=--_.-_ _ Otherepgligg,tQqgtlll53525.(

lTotd--..-_Allocation GEnd-ffi | 
-

-Subacct_Lercl2 
i$.ubaccorgrano lotat 762 zng q7 ' rirharEl3l4lt:lrirlonn n,

otner4lrtrrlffitit -'-
| -J--- h^-r r -.^- ^ -.1 - .

GraildTotal

i$bsq,
Lf,lit3lL!

*--Sher

,Contrac{ino

-. 

Functional C-ontnaging

Incefiive
Matarial8
[&ds &. Entenainment i7,g20.At Sum----lotrceandPoshge-1;m9.95- 

I
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OUESTION:
Payroll. Refer to the Confidential DH-l Support File at worksheet tab 3(a) which shows the
calculation of incremental payroll expense. Please explain the method and procedure by which the
incremental and non-incremental amounts were determined.

RESPONSE:
FPL calculated the amount of regular payoll expense that would have been incurred in the absence

of the storm (i.e., the non-incremental payroll expense) by using the monthly budgeted amount of
payroll expense for the year in which Hurricane Dorian occurred. This budgeted amount of regular
payroll was the Company's normal, day-to-day regular payroll O&M expense that normally would
be charged to and recovered through FPL's base rates.

In order to determine the regular payroll non-incremental amounts, regular Hurricane Dorian
payroll charges were analyzedto determine the normal recoverability of these charges. A summary
of payroll costs incurred was obtained and grouped by the employee's normal cost center. For
these cost centers, the monthly budget breakdown was obtained to determine how these charges

would have normally been recovered (i.e., o/o O&M, %o Capital, % Clause). The allocations were

then applied by cost center to determine the adjustnent needed to remove those costs that would
have otherwise been recovered through baserates.

Additionally, the applicable portion of applied payroll loadings and applied pension & welfare
were also adjusted to properly remove payroll-related costs that would have normally been
recovered through base rates.
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OUESTION:
Accruals. Refer to the Confidential DH-l Support File at worksheet tab Accrual Support which
shows $3.143 million in accounts payable accruals as of May 2020. Please provide the current
status of estimated accruals, including the current status of disputes, and how that impacts the
requested amount.

RESPONSE:
Estimated accruals as of the end of September 2020 arc $3.6 million As of the end of September

2020,there remainpendingdisputes (ine andvegetation), requesting approximately $5.8 million
in adjustrnents.
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ouESTroN:
Invoice Support. Please provide each invoice ov€r $10,000 for any contactor (ine, line clearing,
and'other), any other rfrilities, andlor any other vendors (for both capLtali?rdand expensed costs)
related to FPL's response to Hurricane Dorian and/or the related restoration work for which
recovery is requested. Please provide the responsive documents in a separate elecfionic file folder
for each eontactor/vendor.

RESPONSE:
Attached please find all docurnents responsiv€ to OPCIs lst Request for Production ofDocuments
No, 15, a[ ofqftich are confidential.



OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15
CONFIDENTIAL Exhibit LK-1 2

Page 2 of 12

Storm Servies Engineering LLC. 
9USHIGHWAY93S

THOMASVILLE, GA 31792 US
(229\872-ffi11
ANN@STORMSL,COM

INVO.I,C

B[.LTO

FPL - Fayr4ent$eryices
MailOode: T€1/JW
15430 Endeavor Drive
Jupiter, FL 33478
Purchase Gontrad: 460001 8,184

SHIPTO

FPL - Paymentservices
MailCsde: TS1/JW
1 5430 Endeavor Drive
Jgpiter, FL 33478
Purchase ContracL 4600018484

I

L

*stonn Services
f i\Jcrlt"1 lJ

NVOTCE# 2509

DATE 10t15t2019
DUE DATE 1111412Q19

TER!dS Net 30

DESCRIPTION

FPL - Hurricane Dorian

\Alb-ek Ending 841fi9

I.AEOR

Daruge Assessment Seruices

OT Hours

Damage Assegsrnenl Services

lvtoblDemob Hours

HPENSES

Damage Assesament Servicee

Fuel

Damage Assessment SeMces
Meals

Damage Assessnrent Services
Tollg

Damage Assessment Services

Lodging

\Atreek Ending 9/7/19

I.ABOR

Darnage Assessment Services

STHours

Damage Aseessment Servirrs
OTHduts

Damage Asseasment Senf ices

MoblDemob l"lelrre

s47

416.50

7,702

94.28

109.54

15,490.06

14,365.12

318.19

25,685.86

94.28

't09.54

AMOTJNT

85,323.40

767,765.86

15,490.06

14,385.12

318.19

25,685.86

67,132.83

39,267;62

843,677.08

OTY

s05

7,009

PLEA$E REMIT FAYMENT TO:

3949 HIGHWAY 93 SOUTH



DESCRIPTION

EXPENSES

Damage Assessment Services
Fuel

Damage Assessment Services

Meals

Damage Assessment Services

Tolls

Damage Assessment Services

Lodging

LABOR $1,803,166.79

Vehbles hcluded in Labor Rate

ftpenses 105086.92

TOTAL 91,908,253.71

See included reports and backup documentation. BAI.ANCEDUE

PLEASE REMIT PAYftIENT TO:

3949 HIGHWAY 93 SOUTH

uocKet No. zuzvul | z_El
OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15

CONFIDENTTAL Exhibit LK-12
Page 3 of 12

AMOUNT

17,528.80

21,862.50

126.43

9,709.96

$1,908,253.71

RATE

17528.80

21,862.50

126.43

9,709.96
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From: "Nichols, Annette!' <AnneJte.Nichols@fol.com >

Created: 5/15/2A20 3:25 PM

"sharedMailbox, COLLECTOR-FPL-PO " <CollEcToR-FPl-PO.SharedMailbox@nexeraenergy.com
lo:

Subject FW: Listing of 'Others'POs with invoice numbers and totals

17314-Quanta Utility.pd[, 1609684 - Stantec"pdf, Storm Services Patrol Invoice 2509.pdfl 656859 -Pike
Attachments: pl..pdt oioseo - p*e pr..par, A22l BJ.v2 - n-c Fennell Pl.pdq IIDR Invoice 1200224657pdt

F|s:Slrlc,Trbbs
gent Friday, ifay 15;2020 g:08 PM
To: Niohols,Amoto
Cc: Dia,Ademris ;Long, Holy
6ubl.d:. RE: liding ot 1c$cF Po3 {tth iNoba nuts€E €nd totab

Hore w the inwles ior the following wndo6:

Oufita Uulity
States
Stom Sodicc
P{cPL
EC Fmn6lPL
IIDR

Trtsha &atc
Fi4mhlOp6rtlon6
Flodda Pd\er !d Liaftt Canfew

d gnargy,lne

m0 Unlv.6a Btud
Juno 84.ft, Ft-33108

56 1.691"7E4E

Fmr'l{icft€d8, Armt3 Annsttb,l{ichob@1.6m >

A.n* Fdd.y, I'iity t5,2O2O 1 I :4 1 AM
To: Slr&,lli$a Trirtdshe@t.@ >
cc Cf e AdamtlE Ad.roie.txaz@fFlcffi >; Lng, Hotry Hoily.Long@H.@D
$u4€d hE: Udirgol'Otlt*' Po3lth lwirio nimbqE sdtot b

Td.h.
liud h.dd lhc lNol6 rnd thary laqb bo in PDF.

Th.b.d@p d b. rddad rftars. iNolcos eE podad.

l\lso, th. lirg€ smount of fuck4p toan insi€ 4usoe prcblam wilh the @lledr so ldo nolwafrthatb h6pp€n.

PLs6o l6t rhc if!ru &n got Del6tlho inbi@i ih PDF.

Thrnk iou,
Anrettr Nichol$
AP A!6e. tui@ An.lyrt
OEc.#SG!-64G2614
Ccll*SGt-3t&8022
Rrcoonlz! your p4l! .ffort6, giw ih€m Pd€rBud6t

Frcn: Slda Tri.h. Tlbh..Slrt€(Dhl.s >

sqd: Ffi8y;i@ 15,2€011:35 Al,
ta Nl*oli. Ann.&. Annatte,l'lhilroho&L@ni >

Cc: Dtaa, Adam& Ad€mtutr)iaz@fFl€m >

Suqed FtE: Lbtngof'OtheF POswlth Inwi€ numbc6andtobls

tilAnn€tto.

Fofslonyoull}fndsriioic6'6do€|f'B9endttFnsdFt^'|tb6d@fomlhcv..dor|naPDFiom.tFqq.mpl€'9|lofA'!oi,drics.iio|*
thrb.dep.ndwi$onvindudctho$whs le.odtoyou.Abo €ryouudo.dth..tcd lryois6bad({pordolecdto@ilon$@to PDF?

Thahk ygu,

Tridw S:late

Finonoirt OpcEiions
Flo*ta PMr dnd L&ftt cosTany

ffi Emrgy,lrc,
700 Llniv.iE Bi d
J@ E..dr, FL33.IOB

561-691-78:rt

Frcm: Nloholq, AIn€ft Ann6te.Nlt*rolsGl&1,6m >

Sent F.lddy, tliay l4 20201 t :27 AM
To: gtab,rTisha T#h4$de@tDl6m >

Cc: Lo.rg, ttoty Holly.Lon!@$l.qi!l: dd, Adamdb Adahdi..Dt z(!fi.em >

Auqed: Fy* Li6dng ot'O6ts' POB with ihvol6 numbE and bhb



OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15
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Yilr:lpiLEsfainth.dodns{atidnforthdinwi€s. Fage S of 12
The dRmntE[on m be stached afterlhc lnElces ffi pre6d.
Do tou ha€ths dd{a I inwices?

Thrnk you, '
tun€d6 Mlchol€

AP As@. BtishssAnllyst
Ofgc4*96i64&26 t.{
cdlilsd.35&E022
Rcaognlze your pecis efbds, glve thgm Pffir€udGt

Fm: SrL, Tdrh Tdrh!.sLlo@.@m>
$GnL F ldry, lby r5,-202010:,f0 /$d
ta: t|lchols, rf nncfr ..Affi ettc.Nlcholsotsl.em >
Cc Dhz,4Csnb Admarls.D{q?Ofpl.@m >; Long, Hofy Holly.Lof,g@it.@p
Suqcct: RE:lmng of 'Ofim'PO6 wib inskE numbeE and totab

He aB tho fir6t t/o, lam $ftfing in pr:e6 sin@ the zlr fles dn s laEe.

Trtsls E*
Finirciel Opsetlons
Flogdq Pmr ed ilghtcompany

w enlQy, tnc.

700 ur{'lrE Bh^t

Jmo gcadr, Ft33408
56149r-?&ft

Fmm: Nh$ol1 Ann4a Ann€tc,Nldhols@Fl.@m >
Sat Fndry, Msy 1d202d10:19 A1,
Tol Sib, T&ia Ttrha.Slst8@lFl.@m >
Cq Phr" Adsmft Ad|fmde.D|8ao'irtffi >i Lqng, Hoty Hoily.Long@lit,@m>
Sultod Rts fb$ng of rdr#' POg wnh hwlos rumbeE ard tdsb

Ok!y, Thmk FulO

fEm: Slda, Trt8hr Tdgia.Sldq&tslffi >

S€ft Frlhy,it y13,?0mtctl A[l
To: llichol8,Ann.trG Afdtc.l\ildtcirofFi,sn >

ca: Di€z" Adrmrir Adam!d!"Oiiz@,9om >: Long. Holly Holly.Loru@lirl.m>
Sult6d: RB Li6ting of 'O&ffil Po3 wnh insle nufiSoc rrd totrF

Ycs, Lm gctdngth€ctogcths iwtorlpu.

Thank you,

frrtle Slde
Fimd.lopildions
Rodd| Po{,6r lrd.Llght CotrFsny

st Endgxlns
700 Unitut Blvd
Jfro !68ch, Ft33it08
J6ld9t.?84t

gad: Fldry, U8y 15,2O201C18AM
To: Slste, ?ftfn Td*rr.Slat!@ff1.@m >

Cc Dhr,.fdalne& Adsnals.Diaz{}tbl,qm t; Long, Hoily Ho{yIong@,U.@D
Suutct RE: Listing gf 'Otrffi' POs wffi inwico nunb€E ed totrls

T&ha,
Okay hlt F somme Ooing to snd methsinwim?

ffrsof yor,
Afrnc{c Nlchols
AP Asr6o. BrldoesArs$t
ffibdsd{4G26I,f
Cc[*SGL35&8022
Recognia youf psr'€ sftbrts, giw them Pwe|Budct

F. mi S||te, TrlstE t kh&SiEie@fr1"M)
Senft Frtddy, Msy 15,2020'10:lC AM
To: Nlclrol€,Ann4tc AnrEtte,Nicfi drotpl@m >
cq t[s, AdmarF Adanads.Disz@bl,m .>; Long. Hally Holty,Long@[ir.sm>
S!t&!t' Licfng ot'Oihcrs' POs with lmle{i n$i}b6 and totrb

ftlAnn€tc-

n@se5octhe&hcdspnadrhc€twE|th€itiW|o6nu:nsg6,to!.gdiu|bw,@sandn6tp€yon9rqhkbpGrwndd.Qw[t€,stom€eIv!Dsand
tab; {e to tE Simmry ldb.



Let mc knw if you hsE syquGtions.

ItJsnk yo!,

ffistu Slde
Finsncld Oiorrdionr
Floddr Pmr md Ugti Company

m Enqly, le
TOOUni€sAM
Juno tsaach, FL33@E
561{91-7*48

OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15
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From:
Sent:
To:

$rbiea:
Attachments:
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Long, Holly

Thursday, M ay 28,2O2O L2;57 PM

Gutierrez, Jorge; Cozzolino, Anthony; Diaz, Adamaris; Slate, Trisha

FW: Storm Services InvoiceReview
Storm Services Patrol Invoice 2509.pdf

lmportance: High

This invoice needs to be posted today as PO invoice.

I understand that Annette is out on vacation. Can:someone else help get this posted today, NETOF

DSIMLOWANCES?

See first email in this string approving $ 1,389,651 for net payment.

The invoice is attached and needs to be short paid. PO information is below.

Please let Addy know when posted so that she can unblock payment.

Addy note the approved net amount below.

Again, this needs to be poste today for PSC cut off.

Thanks,
Holly

From: Gastro, Rosie <Rosie.Castro@fol.Fom>

Sent: Thursday, May 28,2020 1,1:55 AM
Tol Howell, Lawrence <Lgwrence.Howell@fpl,com>; Long tlolly<t!glly.Lg!g@Ip!4g!g>

cil srrt"; nirt, .rrishrffi ssica <lessica,@; Moxley, Matthew

<Matttulw.Moxlev@fpl.com>; Gerard, Clare <Clare.Gerard@nee.com>

Subiect: RE: Storm Services Invoice Revidw

Good morning,
PO 2000339339 was created against contract4600018484

ro s!1400000315
GL 5751700
This pO was added on the list I had provided before. Not E-receiving, payment terms 2001(pay

immediatelg./block). A confirmation was already processed against thisPO.
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i nflSlt?Q r|lqttru , t €cnrn
!fl

a.i

;dtnffifr
; AmufifUcil|'|oct rooou{ligtlilHr*ggt

Sincerely,

Rosie Castro
Sourcing Specialistll
s6L-30&5284
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Briana Cobas
Sourcing Specialist ll I Integrated Supply Chain

Florida Power & Light Company I NextEra Energy Inc.

Telephone: 561-691-7349
E- ma i | : glb!gl!9bgt@fp],9@

From : Long, Holly <-H-g!!y. Long@fp!.com.>

Sent: Thursday, May 28,2020 9:48 AM
To: Slate, Trisha <Trisha.Slate@fpl.com>; Halsey, Jessica <Jessica.Halsev@fpl.com>; Moxley, Matthew
<Matthew.Moxlev@fpl.com>; Howell, Lawrence <Lawrence.Howell@fpl.com>

Cc: Gerard, Claie <Clare:Ferird@n
Subiea: RE: Storm Services lnvoiceReview

lf the PO is set up with multiple product lDs that go to multiple GL account numbers and lOs, then the
product lD will need to be incorporated into the file so that the proper amount can be confirmed by
product !D.

That being said, a potentialwork around, if Lawrence agrees and if the PO/contract is set up in SRM with
a product lD with the price of 51 (like veg), you may be able to confirm the whole dollar amount of the
collective invoices (as units) to that one pioduct lD (one line item on theconfirmation).
Lawrence, can you please confirm that this is an option? lf so, can you please let us know to which GL

account and lO this one product lD ttris is set up to post?

Thanks,
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Holly

From: Slate, Trisha <Tfisha.S!e!e@fpl.com.>

Sent:Thursday, May 28,2020 7:04AM
To: Long Holly <Hollv.Lone@fpl.com>

Subject FW: Storm Services InvoiceReview

Good morning Holly,

I think Matt's questions is more for you to answer since it's concerning confirmations and product ids.

Thank you,

Trishastote
Financial Operations
Florida Power and LightCompany
NEXTera Energy,Inc.
700 Universe Blvd
Juno Beacfr, FL33408
561-691-7848

wpL

From: Moxley, Matthew <Matthew.Moxlev@fu

Sefi: Wednesday, May27,2A2O7:27 PM

To: Halsey, Jessica <Jessica. Halsev@fpl.com>

Cc:Slate, Trisha <Trisha.Slate@fpl.colp; Gerard, Clare <Clare.Gerard@neem; Gwaltney, TW
<T.W.Gwaltnev@fpl.com>; Howell, Lawrence <Lawrence.Howell@fp|.com>; Murphy,Janice

<Janice. Murphy@fpl.com>
Subject: RE: Storm Services Invoice Review

Jessica,

Thank you to you and the team for getting this processedl I know if was a difficult invoice with lots of
complexities.

Trisha, for the other patroller invoices we've entered the confirmations by the product lDs on the
coRtract. Do we to follow the same process for this one or could we enter it to one product lD? How are

the line/veg invoices entered? My concern is that with the amount of disallowances it may be hard to
calculate the units for each individual product lD.

Lawrence, just a heads up on the final outcome of this invoice.

Matt Moxley
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Manager - Emergency Preparedness
(561)712-2867 tel
(772)233-0936 mobile

From: Halsey, Jessica < lessica.Halsev@fpl,com>

S€nt: Wednesday, MaY 27,2020 6:05 PM

To; Moxley, Matthew <Mat,thew.Moxlev@fpl.c

Cc: Slate, Trisha <Trisha.Slate@fp|;com>; Gerard, Clare <Clare.Gerard@nee'com>

Suhject: Storm Services Invoice Review

Matt,

please find attached our completed invoice review for Storm Services. tnternalLllents are

confidential notes from our reviewers. Please let me know if you have anyquestions.

Company llarne lnvoice Submittal$ Invoice Disallowance $ Disallowed % Net Pavme

Storrn:Services 1,908,253.60 $ 518,602.99 27.2To

Regards,

Jessica
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OUESTION:
Invoice Support. Please provide each invoice over $10,000 for any contractor Qine, line clearing,
and other), any other utilities, and/or any other vendors (for both capitalizsdand expensed costs)

related to FPL's response to Hurricane Dorian and/or the related restomtion work Q1 which
recov€ry is requested. Please prcvide the responsive documer$s in a separate elecfionic file folder
for each contractor/vendor.

RFSPONSE:
Attached please fird all documents responsive to OPCis lst Request for Production ofDocuments
No. 15. all ofwhich are confidential.
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Diaz, Adamaris

From:
Sent:
To:;
Subject:

Moxley- Matthew
Wednesday, April 2g; 2020 11:55 AM
Sf ate, Trisha ; Diaz,Ada maris

FW: BHI Patroller lnvoices - DORIAN

Matt Moxley
Manager * Emergency Preparedness
(5611712-2867 tel
(772)n3-A936 mobile

From: Murphy, Janice <Ja n ice. Murphy@fpl.co m>

Sent: Thursday, April 23, 202A 9:53 PM

To: Moxley, Matthew <Matthew.Moxley@fpl.co,rn>; Depass, Mark D<Mark.D.Depass@fpl.com>
Cc: tong Hotly <Holly.Long@fpl.com>; Gwaltney, t W <T,W,Gwaltney@fpl.com>; Sheffield, easey <Casey.Sheffield@fpl.com>;
< Lawre.nce. Howe ll@fpl,corn>
Su$ect: RE: BHI Patroller Invoices - DORIAN

Csnfirmqtions entered,for the below os follows

Dorionexl-Ol - 520389 49 48
Dorio next{ 2 - 520389 49 49
Dorionexl{3 - 520389495 I
Dorionext-O4 - 520389 49 52

Frorn: Moxley, Matthew <M atthew, Moxlev@f p lm >

Sent Thursday, April 23,2020 8:11AM
Tol Depass, Mark D <Mark.D.Depass@fpl.com>

Cc:MurBhy,.|anice@;LongHo||y<Ho||v,Long@fp|.com>;Gwa|tney,TW<T.W.Gwa|tnev@>;l
<Casey.Sheffiefd@ l.c m>; Howell, Lawrence <Lawr${tce. Howgtt@fp
Suliectr BHI Patroller lnvoices -DORIAN



33ff ,5'l'iffi"'lllf,$ilfil:
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Below are the approval details and PO information for the following invoice for BHI for Hurricane Dorian pat
has reviewed and confirmed that the charges are valid.

Vendor BHI

PO 2000339324

lo

- -l;,'-r -....r r -olsittowinie
DORIANEr{41 5 78.423.43 s {24.315.20} s 54,108.23

DORIANEXT-02 S 63.s12.99 s {19,928.15) s 43,s84.83

DORIANEXT-O3 $ zg,sos:zt 5 Q7,043.4O1 s s2.462.31

DORIANPT-O4 s 143,007.91 s (20,643.45) 5 r22,3644s

TOTATS : $ 3s4,cso.o*, s {91,930.22}l S 272,s19.82

Jan - Please proceed to enter the information in e-receiving so payrnent can be processed.

Matt Moxley
Manager - Emergency Prepared ness
(561)712-2867 tel
{772)233-0936 mobile
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From:
Sent:
To:
Su$ece

Moxley, Matthew
Wednesday, npril29, ZOZA 11:54AM
Slate, Trisha ; Diaz, Adamaris
FW: BHlContract PL Invoice - DORIAN

Matt Moxley
Manager * Emergency Preparedness
(561) 712-2867 tel
(772)2$-A%6 mobile

From: M urphy, Ja n ice <Jan ice. Murphy@fpl.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24,202010:34 AM
To: Moxley, Matthew <Matthew.Moxley@fpl.com>; Depass, Mark D<Mark.D.Depass@fpl.com>
Cc: Long Holly <Holly.Long@fpl.com>; Gwaltney, T W <T.W.Gwaltney@fpl.com>; Howell, Lawrence <Lawrence.Howell@fpl.co
Subiect: RE: Bl.ll Contract PL Invoice -DORIAN

Confirmotions hove been entered for the below qs follows

19PL-005-01
r gPL-002-0r

l?PL-OoB-Or
r9PL-O09-01
r gPl-or 0-01
lgPL-01t-01
19PL-0r 2-0r
r 9PL-013-01
r ?PL-0r4-0r
l9PL-0 t5-01
l9PL.0l6-01
lgPL-o17-0r
lgPL-Or 8-0r

" 5203895244
- 5203895244
* 5203895294
- 520ffi95297
: 520389531 3
- 5203895272
- 52A389s275
- 52A9895278
- 5203895280
- 520389531 7

- 5203895281
- 5203895322
- 520389528s
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From: Moxley, MatthewcMatthew.MoxlevPfol.com> Page 5 of 6

Sent: Thursday, April 23,2020 3:18 PM

To: Depass, Mark D <Mark.D.Deoass@fnl,com>

Cc:Murphy,Janice@Long,Ho|ly<H9]!yJ4!g@lpl.com?;Gwa|tney,TW<T.W.Gwalt4ev@fp|.com>;t
<LawiencoHowel|@fpl.com>
subject: BHI contract PL Invoice -DORIAN

Mark,

Below are the approval details and PO information for the follouring invoice for BHl.for Hunicane Dorian cor

Operations Seciion Chieb have reviewed and confirmed that the charges arevalid.

Vendor BHI

PO 2000339445

ro

tnvoicei: ... .. a,hvoice Amoun{ '-, ,!ttJqtt9wgl

19PL-006-01 s 10,438.07 s (2,779.60) s 7,6s8.47

19Pr-007-01 s 14,136.29 s (3.101.14) s 11,03s.1s

19pr--008-01 s 12,528.03 s (2,197.51) s 10,330.s2

19Pr-009-01 S LA,22L.27 s Q,zsL.LZl s 11,970.15

19PL-010-01 s L4.O72.79 s (3.435.10) s 10,536.69

19PL-011-01 $ , L2,95L.07 5 (6,218.59) S 6,232.*8

19PL-012-01 S rz,560.04 $ {s,69s.78} 5 6,864.25

lgPL{1341 s 13,4:36.57 s @.56/'.471 I 8,772,Lo

19PL{14-01 s 15,480.12 5 Q,8O2.921 5 tz,ett.8o

19Pr-015-O1 s 9,564.91 s Q,942.O21 s 6,622.89

19P1.0X6-01 S L3,,425,6,1 s (s,e40.9s) s 7,484.66

19PL-017-OX 5 13,856.75 s (6.093.73) s 7.763.02

19Pt-01841 s 7,627.56 s (3s6.84) 5 7,270.72

Total s 1642e9.58 S (48.480.77) s 115,818.91

Jan - Please proceed to enter the inbrmation in e-receiving so payment can be processed.



Matt Moxley
Manager - Emergency Preparedness
(561)712-2867 tel

1772)23i3-0936 mobile
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Page 1 of5

QUESTION:
lnvoice Support. Please provide each invoice over $10,m0 for any confficlor (ine, line clearing,

and other), any other utilities, and/or any other vendors (for both capitalized and expensed costs)

related to FFL's response to Hurricane Dorian and/or the related restoration work for which
recovery is requested. Please pmvide the responsive documents in a separate elecfionic file folder
for each contactor/vendor.

RESPONSE:
Attached please find all documents responsive to OPC's lst Request foi Production ofDocuments

No. 15; all ofuihich are confidential.



ENGINEERING
P OBOX 74$2A

ATLANTA, GA30374.

HU RRICANE DORIAN - SITE SAFEry
Contract # 460001 5775
Vendor # 3000021580
TERMS: Due lmmediately

Rate

INVOICE#: 656860

I}[/OICE DATE: 10D5/2019

FIT
tr
E

Ft-
tr
I

E
tr
t:
E

Total Hours:
Total Billing for

trme:
Total Expenses

426.75 $47,927.25 $3s2.27

lii;l=.'l tr
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From: "Nichols, Ametten <Annette.Nichols@ful oom >

Created: 5115/2020 3:25 PM

T^. "SharedMailbo4 COLLECTOR-FPL-PO "<CollECToR-FPl-Po.SharedMailbox@nexteraenergy.comlo:

Subjecil FW: Listing of 'Others'POs with invoice numbers and totals

, 17314-Quanta Utility.pdl, 1609684 - Stantec.pdf, Storm Services Patrol lnvoice 2509.pdf, 656859 -Pike
Attacsments: Pl..pdq oieeoo - pite pL+ar, A22t REv2- E'c Fennell Pl.pdq HDR Invoice tzoozztail.par

Frtu:SlaarTri*.
g..nlF Ery.Mry tg2O?03:OO PM

To: flidrol9,,innota
CqOic,Adtmris ;Lgrg, Ho[y
onhlarff Re *ffigotl!ftG'POrg/i$ hvoi.r rurlb .raidi,ot L

Hw retho inFls forth€hllillng wndo6:

Owr WBV
StuFo
ekt m$dM€r
Fll@PL

FC FsllNCIPL

HDR

Iltils flae
FinamidQpintds
Fldifi Fqerstd Ud* GotFqny

.il Enargy, loo,

7@ Lktlv.e Bhrd
Juo B.rd!; FL3taOl
561.691-7E4E

Fmn: ifid|ori; A|$sts Arnolb.Nichok@qdaom >

Acnt: ftldqy'Mry lqlotot 1:,t"1 Al,
To: sbc, tirh. Tiidaflrto@!ro >
cc: q€A Adar-'li Adlmd.,Ois.dil.ffi >: Lsg, Holy Holty.Lr€Ofd.dP
gilbFc: FE: Utlrrg of Us' FO. {|tt iddq! nudboF snd toiEb

Tibh:
litEt n ..t 6. i,ieio6 ind {icy hd. b ba in FOF.

thtb.ok{,p db. ddld rbrfi hsdGft poibd,
Also.thltarlp!.murtof bqc&-upbq Arch€ 6uF*pbu.rcw*hthe@Fbctdso ldo MHdthstbhapp€n.
Plo6. Lt ri6 ifyoo @n d6r n6iu6r th. lrwi4 in PDF.

Th{Fl t@,
Amdo Nkfiols
APA!r. Ptsin€4AnaF
ofi6itsc1.6*0.2614
Crtl$Gt-351.!022
ttdoelde ydr Fa€tu dngG, giF thom Pil{tqokal

Fffi. Sldc,I}ftfia Trilho.Sh.{!fr.M >
8* Frii.y, Mry 15,2c{}l'l:35 Al,
lo: rtchqli, Artnfr. Am€tb.Mchds@lhl,&m >

co: Dc, Adamd. Ad.Mir.DilzElflls >
gubj.d: RF: Lilthg of €ths' PO6 wlth inwlc. numb6 and totds

ttiAnnitue,

F9'c[ony4v,['nds.tNe|....Ed€'d€$d$.t.@wib.me;.toE|hewddinaFDFiodpqt.F*ampb'a||ofArbortrldlbs'iioi@.6inth.'d;.|'
$B brck{p di.wil ontylndrr.t"tetwh{ laand t9 yo4Ako en y@ qde.d lh€ €xcc k4qi6a sbart{p odo I nr€d to mN€rtltr@ td PDF?

Thank you,

Irisha SIde

Flhanoial Og.alions
Flofila Pmr drd .Udtil i:orr|p.ny

6 Emrgy,Inq
700 urtu.m Elud
JuniSGdr, Fl33,ao8
561-691-7t4t

Flsi Niefi ol4, AmetbAnn*q.Ni $obGl&l,m'
Senr: FilCqy. $qy 1 !, 20201 1 :a7 AM
'!o: d.t6, TdFha 1$Eha$liie@rbl6fr ,
Co.Lang, Hirlt Hofy.LDntolfll,em; Dita larmd. Adffih.Ohr@Slcm >

suH.d: F\ttr LLlrg drddts! Poas*h iwdcGtrFtbalr tdl ielB



Tdshe.

Yorf tlpl$as€ntain th6 ddmantation iort E hrci6.
The dqrentation qn b€ atech€d af,erthe inrciG are prcssed.
Ooyou hawthe actua I hwi@g?

Thank you,

Annelte Nichols
AP Ass@. B6hessAnslyst
OdiceXSGl-64G26 l4
cdl*sct-3j8{022
RecoonizE your peefs etfois, giw ihem PMrBucks!

OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15

CONFIDENTIAL Exhibit LK-14
Page 4 of 5

Frcm: Slrtc, Trishs Trishs.slaio@Fl.@m >

6ert: Frilsy, May 15,202010:,{0 Afil
To: Nichol6,Anneltc Annctlc,Nlcfpls(Dfpl.@n >

Cc: Diaz, Adamaris Admads.DiAz@bl:@m >; Lono, Ho[y H0lly.Long@&1.@D

Subjsct RE: Listlng qf 'C{h6' POs whh inwi@ numbe6and iotab

Hre sc the fi6t two, I am ianding in plec si@ thc zlp frls aE $ l8I!8.

Trtsha Slde
Fimncial Oparaiions
Florida Porer and Ligtrt company

ffi Enetly, Inq
700 UnlveFe Bhd
Junq Beach, FL33406

56r691-7848

Frcm: Nichols, Annctc Anrettc.Nichols@lpl.@m >

scr*: Frldsy, M8y 1q202010:1C Al'
To: Slat€, Trisha Tdshe.Slst6@fpl.@m >

cc Diaz, Adsmris Adamd6.Di|z.@fpt.m >; Lono, HoIy Ho||y.Loru@ii'6m>
SubJsd: RE: Llsling of 'Olhe6' POs wilh inwi@ nmbo6 and tobb

Okay, Thank youlo

Frcm: Slate, Tri:hs Tdsha.slste@fpl.@m >

Sed: F|6ay, May 15,202010:19 Alil
To: Nichols,Annrttc Annc{tc.Nichols@ffil.@m >

Cc: Die, Adsmatis Ad€mstis.Dla@Sl.@m >; Lom, Hdly Holy.Lottg@ilpl.@m>
Sutied: RE: Llsling of 'CiheF POs wilh inwie numb€ts 8f,d totab

Yes, lam gctting thosc toorthcr nw ts y@,

Thank you,

lritle Sde
Fimncial Operafions
Florida Pow and Light CmPany

eE Energy, Inc.

700 UniwEe BNd

Jlno Beach. FL33408

561491-7t48

Frcm: Nicfbls, Anncte Annelt€.Nichds@tpl@m >

Sent ftiday. Mey 1q20201 0:1 E ,{M
To: Slata, Tlisha Trisha,Slate@Fl.@m>
cq Dta?. Admaris Adamd6.Dia@fpl.@m >; Lol€, Holly Holly.Long@lpl@m>
Sutied: RE: Lisling of 'olheE Pos with inwl@ numb€6 4d totrb

Trisha.
Okay but ls somone going to sQnd m lhe Inwic€s?

Thankyqu,
Anneitc Nichols
AP Ass@. Busine$Analyst
Ofncc#SGt64G2614
Crll*SGl-358-8022
Remgni4 your peels efiods, giw thm PrerBucks!

Frcm: sl8te, Trbha Trbha.Slate@fpl.m>
Sent: Friday, May 15,202010:16 AM

Toi Niohotg Annctte Anndc.Nichols@hl,om t
cc: Die, Adamedo Adamaris.Diaz@Dl.6m a; Lorg, Holly Holly.Long@fFl.@m>

subject Listing of 'otheF Pos with inwi@ numboF and totsb

HiAnrcttc.

P|gasesQtheattachedspradsheetdththeiiwicenumb6t'toia|s,d|aa[owdsandnGtp8yteachtabperEndor'Q@I|ta,om&
tab, tle b rhe Summry tab.



L€t ms krtr ll yo{ hriw anyquG6dons.

Thank you,

Trttha SIdc
Fimoci.l Op@tions
Fbdqs Poward Ligltt Cmpany

ot! EncEy,lm
700 UnhEE Ehrd
Juno Baadt, FL334O8
561591-7t4t

OPC's First Set of Production of Documents No. 15
CONFTDENTTAL Exhibit LK_14

Page 5 of b



OPC's Second Set of Interrogatories Interrogatory No. 39 and 40
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CONFIDENTIAL Page 1 of3

ouESrroN:
Muhral Assistance - Refer to the mtrual assistance corqpany invobe copy provided in the
!"S*tPl response to oPC PoD 1-1s at file twitisi "6"r *urr ilr:'0ri;if;t;r;;.
Refer further to Bates page No. 027220. It appears tlnt rhe taLr nowsift*g.A forG "r;;rirr;iworkers amounred:to z+-hours per day tu;;;id"toii"g*r 31, 20tg 1"",A[#;l#, ;,
2019.

a' Please co{1tr yt.2: h?* p.j day 
ryere charged for the majority, of workers by this

corpany flor eachof the days referenced

b' The sumgrary onthis pageof tlre invofoe indicates $flt1254 hotrsof time wasinvoiced
for 'Rest Time Storm Emergency." Please descnbe ttrls classificuti* of m*r dr"t;;
invoiced.

c' Pbase indbate wtrether FPL considers this practbe to.be appropriate as compared to being
invoiced for onty 16 hous per day by ttre -rr*r ;$rr#;tt6;f"; storm recovery.
If il considers thb practbe to:be appropriate, please e>plain un ,earo* *hr.

d. Pbase descnbe what the lomga4 deems to be the appnopriate storrn recovery naximum
daily billing-^h9* per workerfor payrnent pu{poses ty trre cotngany to u"tntuut;r*;;
l33TI. ff there.is go qoky'regarding rnaximum daib bnfug- horns prt *orto-zu
paynrent PtlPoses by the Company to a mr.tual assistance compaqy,, pbase so state.

e. Phase indicate. whethelan exception,adjusfir.rent was made,for the daily hours per worker
hvoiced by this murual assbtance rontpurry by the a;ryil f";;ffi;.'ir'rq pi;;;;
prwide a copy of all docurnentation and cofirnunbutbo *""rraty to show ,fr"n tn"
exception adjustnent wasrnade. If the billing was not adiusted" please .ryUlo 

"lf 
t*rJ,

why not.

f. If an excepion adjusfinent was not made for the daily horns per worker invobed by this
mffual assistance.coqpany by the conpany for payment *d G c;ilfi-;i;";; ;;;
:?^y"T :ryj"pt le, 

please provide a calcuhtion or tr" 
"ej*mr; 

-nelLa 
for hbor and

related benefits and describe how the adjustnent amorrrt(s) was determined.

R€SPONSE:
a' :1ry.+. BTu in,this nranner is consistent wittr the mutual assbtance corrpany,s

compensation policy and labor conhact-



OPC's Second Set of Interrogatories Interrogatory No. 39 and 40
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page 2 of 3

c.

d

Mdual assistance costs refbct the actual elipenses incurred by the msual assbtance 
'tilitiesin support of FPL's restoration efforts, whdh may inchrde uJiog iolr;; il;;il4i;

depending on the mrsual assistarrce compa.ny's existing co'nrpeisation policy(ies) rij U6,
contract(s). An oven'rding princrple for providing restoration support is d;t, rnlike non-
mutual assistance 1tiry, .contrari-":lj:af rr,ary Jegotlated rates,'rettorutl* ,upffi ;;;
loutleastem Elec{ Exchange,(*lng') and EEI members b provided on a n#for,profit
bu.rt, ie., tilflities 

"h"tg: 
only their gctual.-ggits incuned" Therefore, this is ;;*;;;

reimbursernent Restoration support frofr SEE and EEI members is provided * a not-fo.-
profit basis.

,I:t] ItT'-! a tennused bl.tu mrT.uaf assistanre .qtry that submined the subject invoice.tr: 1*::I Pp9 
or subset glt: total hours invoiced by the rurual assistarrce qriltuj,. please

referto FPL's response to OPC's 2po Setof Interrogatories, No. 39a.

Please refer to FPL's response to opc's 2pa Set of Interrogatories, No 39a.

Please referto FPL's response to oPC's 2nd Set of Interrogatories, No. 39a.

No.exception a{iustunents 
ryer9 made for the daily hours per worker invoiced by this m'tual

assistance..cornpany th:? Ft hlling was consistent wifh the mutual assistance r""e;t;;
conpensation policy ad labor contract.

Please referto FPL's response to OPC's 2nd Set of Interrogatories, No. 39a afr39e.
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OUESTION:
Mutual Assistance - Refer to the mrfrual assistance company invobe copy provided in the
Contrential response to OPC POD 1-15 at fie 1900623567 l&itns pages Nos. 

-OZfZl 
3 - A272261.

Refer fi.nther to Bates pges Nos. W7?22. A cost of $97,320.93 was included as a benefits cost for
sonrcthing referred to as 'Tirne Not Worked." Fbase descrfue: what this bere-ff cost pertains to
and whether it shouH be an appropriate cost to reirnbuse to the mrfrual assbtance coqpany,
especially considering that24 horns perday,were aheady billed for labor for tlre majoritv of Urc
workers as evidenced on Bates page No. A27229. If an excepion adjusftnent was nade for this
Iine iterq pbase so state.

RESPONSE:
Tk described cost of $97,320.93 is a cost per the oonfiact of tlre mJtual assistance parlner. The
clrafge irE corsi&red an overhead charge rehted to the mrfi:al assistance partrrer's peisonrrel who
provide support 'duriog the stomr event. This charge iS bitbd separaterfrorn the actual hours
invoiced by the mfiual assbtance tfrilify. Both the actual hours and the "Tinre Not Worked"
charges are eligfule for reir$uisemeffi, so b:rg as they are corsistent with the mr.ilual assisfance
conqnny's compensatbn policy and labor contract.

No exceptbn adjtshents were rnade for the daily horns per worker invoices by this rnutual
assistance cornpqy sirpe the billing was coruistent with the mr*ual assistance companlr'g
conpgnsatbn polby and labor conffaet.

It is important to note that mutual assistance costs refbct the actual e4penses incurred by the
msual assistance rslitbs in suppott of FPL's restoration effiorts. An overriding principle for
pro-vilirtgl restoratbn sgppod is thag unlke non*rnrfrual asqistance utility contactors that have
negotiated rates, restoratbn support from SEE and EEI members is provided on a not-for-profit
basis, ie., Uitrbs charge only their actual costs incurred. Therefore, tlris. is an appropriate
reinrbursement"


