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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMI SSION 

I n re: Application o f ORANGE-OSCEOLA 
UTILITIES, INC. t o inc rease water and 
sewer rates in Osceo la Count y 

DOCKET NO. 87 1134-WS 
ORDER NO. 21076 
ISSUED: 4-20-89 

ORDER DENYING REQUESTS FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 

On February 19, 1988, Orange-Osceola Ut ili t i es , Inc. (OOU 
o r Util i ty) fi:ed an applicatio n for increased water and sewer 
rates in Osceola County . OOU requested interim and final rates 
designed to generate annual revenues of $561,78S for water 
s erv ice a nd $ 1. 579 , 941 for s ewer service. The requested 
revenues exceed t e s t yea r revenues by $185, 326 (49.23 percent) 
fo r water and $52 1,807 (4 9 . 31 percent) for sewe r. 

On March 16 , 1988, t he Office of Public Counsel (OPC} 
served :10 tice o f its interventi o n in this docket o n behalf of 
OOU' s customers. By Order No . 19081. issued Apri l 4, 1988, we 
acknowledged OPC ' s i ntervention. 

By Order No . 19164, iss ued April 18, 1986, we s uspended 
t he proposed rates and granted i nterim rate increases, s ubj ect 
t o refund, des igned to generate annual revenues of $403 ,436 for 
wate r and $1, 313,483 for sewer. These r e venues represented 
annual increases of $30,19 1 (8.09 percent) for water and 
$2 63,700 (25.12 percent) for sewer. 

I 

A fo rmal heari ng r ega rding OOU ' s rate application was held 
on August 4 and 5 , 1988 , in Ki ss i mmee , F l o rida. By Order No. 
20434 , issued December 8, 1988, we granted increased rates for I 
water and was tewater service . The final revenue requirement 
for wa t er service was higher than the revenue requirement 
establ i s hed f o r interim purposes. Therefore, no refund was 
required fo r t he water operations. However, since the fi nal 
revenue requi cement for wastewater service was less than the 
revenue requirement established for interim purpose-s,' by Orde r 
No. 2043tl, we requ i red to refund 6.63 percent of the interim 
wastewater revenues collected, e xc luding miscell a neous service 
revenues of $1,141. 

On December 23, 1966 , oou filed a motion for 
reco ns i de ratio n o f Order No . 204 34. Al so on Decembe r 23, 1988, 
OOU f iled a request f o r o ral argument o n its mot ion . On 
January 4, 1989, OPC fi led a re s po nse to OOU's moti on for 
reco ns i derati on and a cross motion for reconsideration of Order 
No . 20434 . Along with i ts response and c ross motion, OPC also 
filed a request for o ral argument on those matte rs . On January 
17 , 1989, OOU filed a response to OPC' s cross motion for 
reco nsideration. 

Prior to March 21. 1989, the Director o f the· Division of 
Lega l Ser vices (Legal Director ) had the authority to grant , but 
no t deny, requests for o ral argument, pursuant to Section 
2.08 (C}3b o f the Admini st rative Procedures Manual. The Legal 
Director, therefore, granted the parties' requests for oral 
argument. Oral argumen t on the various motions, cross motions 
and responses was orig i nally scheduled for March 13, 1989 . 
Prior to that da te , however, upo n the motion of the Prehearing 
Officer in this case, o ral argument was postponed pending the 
Commission's decis i o n , a t the March 21, 1989 Internal Affairs 
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meeting. whether t o divest t he Legal Di r ector of t he a u t hority 
to grant requests Cor oral argument . ,\t t he March 21 , 1989 
I n ternal Af f a i rs meeting, t he Commiss i o n deci de d to re l iev e t he 
Legal Di rocto t o f the powe r to g ran t req uests f or o r a 1 
argument. The powe r to grant , as wel l as deny , requests f o r 
or a l argument c urrently res ides i n t he Preheari ng Off ice r. 

In this case. the Preheari ng Office r does not be li e ve t hat 
grant1ng o r al argument will aid t he Commiss i o n in its 
unde r standing of t he issues o r t he parties ' posit i o ns . The 
part i es have al r eady arg ue d t heir positions at hea r i ng a nd in 
the ir b r i e fs . Further , t he Prehea r ing Officer believes t hat 
the parties · mo t i o ns for reco nsidera ti o n a nd r espo ns es the reto 
make their po siti o ns abund a n t ly c l e ar. The Prehea r ing Offi cer, 
therefore, believes t hat i t is app ro p r i ate to de ny t he par ti es· 
requests f o r o ra l argument . 

It i s , acco rdingl y, 

ORDERED by Co~ni ss i o ner 

Office r , that t he parties· 
regardi ng their motio ns for 
thereto , are hereby den ied . 

Thoma s M. Beatd, as 
requests t or ora I 
r econsidera t i o n and 

Prc hea r i ng 
a r gu ment, 
responses 

By ORDER of Comm i ss i o ne r Thomas M. Bea r d , a s Prehe a ring 
Office r , this 20th da y of __ -~.AuP..tlRo.A.l.~t.L _______ • ill.2_ _ . 

THOMAS M. BEAlfD~~sioner 
and P r e heari ng Off i ce r 

(SE A L ) 

RJP 

NOT ICE Of FURTHER PROCEED !NGS OR JUDI C IA L REVIEW 

The Fl or ida Pu b ! ic Service Commi ss i o n i s r e qu i red by 
Sectlon 120.59(.;) , f l o rida Statutes , t o noti(y part i es of a ny 
adm ini stra ti•1e hca r tng o r JUdi c ial r e view o( Conun i ssion o rde r s 
t hat 1 s ava i ! able under Sect i o ns 120 . 57 o r 12 0 .68, Flo rida 
Statutes , a s we ll as the p r o cedures a nd t i me limt ts t hat 
app l y. This notice shou ld not be const rued t o mean all 
req uests f o r an administrative heari ng o r j ud i cia l r e v iew wi 11 
be gran ted o r result in t he relief sought. 

Any pa r t y adversel y affected by thi s o r de r, whi c h i s 
p eel i minary, procedura l o r i n te r med ia t e in natu re , may 
request: l) reco nsid e r at i on within 10 d a yli purs• tant to Rul e 
25- 21.038 ( 2), fl o rida Admlnt s trative Cod e , i f issu e d by a 
Prehearing Off 1ce r ; 2) r eco nsideration with i n 15 d a y s purs uan t 
t o Rule 25-22.060 , Flo ti da Administrative Cod e , if issue d by 
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the Commission; o r 3 ) jud i cia l review by the Flor ida Supreme 
Court , in the case o( an electric , gas or telepho ne utili t y, or 
the First District Court of Appeal, in the case of a water or 
sewer utility . A motio n t o r r econsiderati o n s hall be f iled 
with the Director , Db is i o n o f Records and Reporting. i n the 
form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, Flor ida Administrativ e 
Code. Jud i cial review o f a prelimina ry, p r ocedural or 
intermedi.Jte : uling o r o rder is availab l e i f review of the 
final acti o n wi ll no t pro vide a n .Jdcquate remedy. Such rev iew 
may be requested fro m the appropriate court, as desc ribed 
above. pursuant to Rule 9 .100, Florida Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 
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