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	Staff's FIFTH Set of Interrogatories to
	CSWR-Florida Utility Company (Nos. 99-117)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	102. Please explain whether the Utility is processing the credit card transaction for payment or if a third party vendor is processing the payments.
	108. In Aaron Silas testimony, on page 14, he indicated that the base rate incorporates an assumed minimum level of monthly usage.  He also indicated that the volumetric charge is proposed to recover 25 percent of the revenues.  Please specify the min...
	109. Please clarify whether CSWR is using 75 percent recovery of revenues through the base charge.
	110. When implementing a rate increase, please explain whether the Utility considers it important to account for repression in its proposed rate design, and indicate whether CSWR took repression into account in the rates it proposed.
	111. Please explain in detail whether CSWR believes there is a level of water usage that does not significantly decrease in response to price increases.
	113. Referring to Witness Silas’ Direct Testimony, page 13, lines 6-8, please list all the cost that vary with usage.
	114. Referring to Witness Silas’ Direct Testimony, page 13, line 9,  please discuss whether “revenue certainty” is the main reason for the Company to proposed a flat wastewater rate design. If not, please explain.
	115. Referring to Witness Silas’ Direct Testimony, page 13, please provide a detailed discussion of all the benefits to the customers of a flat wastewater rate design.
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