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BEFORE THE FLORI DA PUBLIC SF.RV ICE C0~1 1 SS10N 

In re : Investigat i on i nlo t he effect 
o f 198 6 ~ederal Tax Refo r m f o r 1988 . 

DOC KET NO. 871206-PU 

In r e : Inves tiga tio n in to t he 
i mposition of a pena l t y for fa il u r e 
t o compl y with t he provis i ons o f Rul e 
25-1<1. 003(4), F. A. C . 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 890 4 ~ 0 - PU 
ORDER NO. 21622 
1 SSUIW: 7-28-89 

CAROLYN HEIGHTS WATER COMPANY, INC. 
CENTRAL V UTILITI ES CORPORAT ION -

ORANGE 
CENTRAL V UTI LITIES CORPORATI ON -

SEMI NOLE 
HIGHRI DGE UTILITY CORPORATION 
INDIANTOWN TELEPHONE SYSTEI-t , INC. 
KEMPLE WATER C0~1PANY 
LAKE 1-IONROE UTILI TY CORPORATI ON 
LEI SURE LAKES UTI LITY 

1<\EADOWBROOK UTILITY SYSTC:M 
OCEAN C ITY UT ILIT I ES 
PARAD I SE LAKES UT I LI TY, LTD . 
PUNTA RASSA UTILITY, INC. 
ROLLING OAKS UT IL IT IES 
SOUTHLAND TELEPHONE COMPANY 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ____ ) 

The f o llowing Comm i ss i oners participate d 
di s pos it i on o f t h is matter : 

MI CHAEL Mc K. WI LSON, Chai r ma n 
BETTY EASLEY 

GERA LD L. GUNTER 
JOHN T . HERNDON 

ORDER ASSC:SS I NG PENALT I ~S 

BY THE CONlot i SS ION: 

i n t he 

In Or de r s Nos . 2 117 ~ th r ough 2 11 93 , i ssued Ma y 8 , 19 89 , we requ ired severa l u ti l ities to s how cau se i n wci ti nCJ why t he y s hou ld no t be t i ned for fa ilu re Lo Lame l y Cit e t he i r tax s avings repo rts , as requi red by Ru le 25- 14. 003 ( q ) , F l o r i da Admi nistrative Code. The 'IL i l itaes l i slcd in the c apt-i o n o f t hi s Otder have Ei l ~d t heit L.lX t •!(lo rt :; a nd provided ·.~cit tt:!n t espo nscs t o thdtr sh~w c~usd a rdet s . 
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Carolyn Heights Water Company , Inc. (Ca rolyn Heights) was sold to Lake City o n Novembe r l, 1988 . No appli c ation for transfe r of its certificate had been made by the due date of the tax repo rt. Caro lyn Heights was t he company respo nsible for filing the report , being the holder of the certificate. 

Ocean City 
o n December 9, 
its tax report, 
of 1988. 

Utilities, Inc. wa s granted a water certificate 1988 . The utility was required to t i mely file 
even thoug h it was certif1ed for only a portion 

Central v Utiliti es Corporation. of Seminole and Orange counties, claimed that t hey r ecei ved extensions un t il Apr il 30, 1989, to file their tax r epo r ts . The e xtensions , in fact, were for the utilities' annual reports , not their tax r e ports. 

Lake Mo nroe Utility Corporation c laimed that it be lieved t he reporting requiremen t to be Co r its annual repo rt. Kemple Water Company c laimed that it be li eved t he due da te to be March 31, 1989 . 

Highridge Utility Corporation (Highridge) was sold to the City of Daytona Bea ch on December 30, 1988. Me adowbroo k Utility System, Inc. (Meadowbrook) wa s transfe rred to Palm Beach County o n Dece mbe r 28 , 1988 . Le i s ure Lakes Utilit y was sold to Southe rn S tates Ut i liti es , Inc. o n January l, 1989. These u ti lities have no t had thei r t ra ns fer s appro ved prior to the r eport deadline. There fore , High ri dge, Me adowbrook , and Leisur~ Lakes Utility were responsible f o r the timely filing of their r espective tax repo rt s . 

Pa radise Lakes Utility, Ltd. c laime d mi scommunicated with its accountant. Punta Rassa Inc . and Rolling Oaks Utiliti~s did not offer any t heir l ate f ilings. 

that it 
Utilities, 
reason fo r 

Southland Telephone Compa ny cla imed tl.at it did not be lieve it had to file a tax repor t due t o a negative r ate of retu rn fo r 1988 . However , a f ull, l o ng-form r epo r t was s till required to be filed o n time. 

Indiantown Telephone Sy stem, rnc . claimed t hat the prepara t i o n Ol its tax rep,rt was delayed by a n e arnings review by the Commission and several othet " pliority" i tems. The utility, though, did noL file f o r an e:<L~nsion. 

I 

I 
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Based on the foregoing , we find t he aforementioned 
utilities · r easons insufficien t to jus t i f y wai ve r of t he ir 
pe nalt i es fo r violation of Ru le 25-14.003 (4), f lor ida 
Administrati ve Code . We , therefo re, fi nd it appropri~te to 
fine t hese ut il ities i n the amounls stated in t heir respective 
s h ow cause ordt!ts. The pe n a lties are li sted i n Schedule A, 
which is attached Lo this Orde r and by reference inco rpo ra ted 
he re in . 

In our op1n1on, exhaustive efforts t o co ll ect t he fines 
asse ssed in this Order would not be a n effic i ent use of this 
agency ' s resources . Therefore, i( afte r reason ab l e collection 
efforts have been made and we have not been ab l e Lo co llect t he 
fines, we find it appropria l e to deem the penalties 
uncollectible and refer them to the Compl ro ller's Office for 
further disposit i on . 

It is, t herefore , 

ORDERED by the Flot ida Pu b I ic Serv i ce Commi ss i o n t hat Lhe 
utili ties listed in the caplion of this Or de r a r e hereby 
assessed the penalties set forlh in Schedu l e A, whi c h i s 
attached to this Or der and by reference incorporated herei n. 
I t is further 

ORDERED tha t if Lh is Commi ssion is unable to co llect t he 
fines af te r r easonable co llection efforts h av e been made .• t he 
pe nalties shall be deemed unco llect ibl e a nd re(crred to the 
Comptro l ler ' s Office tor further di spos it ion . 

By ORDER of the Flod da Public Commission, 
this 28Lh day of JULY 

Rcpo r ti ng 

( s E A L ) 

DCS 
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NOT ICE OF FUR1"HER PROg:ED I NGS OR JUD I C I !!J• R~~V I EW 

The Flo rida Public Service Commission is requi r ed by 
Section 120 . 59(4), Flo rida Sta tutes , to not1fy part1cs of any 
administrative hear ing o r judicia l review of Commission orde:cs 
that is avai lable under Section s 120.57 o r 120 . 68 , F l o rida 
Statutes, as well a s the proc edures and time 1 imi t s that 
apply. This no tice s hould no t be construed to mean all 
requests f o r an administrative hearing o r judicial review will 
be granted o r r esu l t in the r eli ef sought. 

Any party adverse ly affected by the Commission's fi n a l 
action in thi s matter ma y r equest : 1) reconsideration of ::he 
deci s ion by filing a motion for reconside rati o n wit h t he 
Director, Division of Records and Repo rting within fifteen (15) 
days of the iss u a nc e o f this o rde r in the Corm presc ribed by 
Rule 2 5-22.060 , F l or1 d a Admi ni s tra tive Code; or 2 ) judicial 
review by the Florida Supreme Court in t he c as e of a n e lectric, 
gas o r te l e pho ne u tility o r t he fir s t Di s tric t Cour t of Appeal 
in the case o f a wa te r o r sewer utility by f i ling a not i ce of 
appea l wi th t he Directo r. Div i sion of Records and Re po r ting and 
fi ling a copy o f the nol i cc o f appea l and the filing fcc with 
t he appropriate court. Thi s li ling must be c ompleted within 
t hirty (30) days afte r the iss uance of thi s o rder . pursuant to 
Rule 9.110, Florida Rul es of Appel l ate Procedure . The n o tice 
o f appeal must be in the fo r m specified in Rule 9 . 900(a). 
Flori da Rul es o f Appell ate Procedure. 
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I 
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UTILITY 

CAROLYN HEIGHTS WATER COI'IPANY, I NC. 
CENTRAL V UTILITIES CORPORATION - ORANGE 
CENTRAL V UTILITIES CORPORATION - SEMINOLE 
IIIGHRIDGE UTILITY CORPORATION 
INDIANTOWN TELEPHONE SYSTEM, INC. 
KEMPLE WATER COMPANY 
LAKE HONROE UTILITY CORPORATION 
LEISURE LAKES UTILITY 
ME1\DOWAROOK UTILITY SYSTEN 
OCEAN C ITY UT I LIT I ES 
PARADISE LAKES UTILITY, LTD. 
PUNTA RASSA UT ILITY, INC. 
ROLLING OAKS UT I LITIES 
SOUTHLAND TELEPHONE COMPANY 

PENALTY 

$ 132.00 
283.50 
283.50 

69.00 
650.00 

8'1.00 
123.00 
8'1.00 

7 50 .00 
378 .00 

66 .00 
108.00 
553.50 
11 2 .50 
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