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BEFORE THE FLORI DA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMI SSION 

In re: Request by MARTIN DOWNS 
UTILITIES,INC. to retain i ts 
e x isting service availability 
policy in Martin County 

DOCKET NO. 890521-WS 

ORDER NO. 2120 1 

I SSUED: 5-8-89 

The following Commiss i o ners participated i n t he disposition I 
o f this matter: 

MI CHAEL 1-lcK. WILSON, Chairman 
THOMAS M. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
GERALD L. GUNTER 
JOHN T. HERNDON 

ORDER GRANTI NG REQUEST TO RETAIN 
EXISTING SERVICE AVAILAB I LITY POLICY 

BY THE COMMI SSION: 

Marti n Downs Utilities, Inc. (Martin Downs or utility) is a 
util1ty which pro vides water and wastewater service to 
appro ximately 2,000 cus t omers in a planne d unit development 
(PUD) in Martin County (County). Ma rtin Downs and the County 
have entered into a n agreement fo r t he Co unty t o purchase the 
utility oy 1994. Based upo n t his a greement, Martin Downs and 
the County have attempted to develo p Mart i n Downs into a 
regio nal utility. In o rder to effectuate their plan, the 
County has passed an ordinance which requires developers to 
connect to Martin Downs unless t he cost o f such connection 
would exceed 150 percent of the cost of insta . ling their own I 
system. However, according to Mart in Downs, develo pers outside 
the PUD are discouraged from connecting to its system by the 
added costs of the gross-up of con tributions- i n-aid- of
construction (CIAC). 

On July 29, 1988 , Martin Downs filed a request to eliminate 
t he gross - up o n pro perty CIAC, but to continue to gross-up cash 
CIAC. By Order No . 20564, issued January 9, 1989, we denied 
Martin Downs' request. Since Martin Downs· c u rrent se rvice 
availability policies and charges were designed only for 
connect ions within the PUD . by Order No. 20564 , we also 
required Martin Downs to file a service availability case n o 
later than Apri 1 3, 1989. 

By letter dated March 27, 1989, Mar tin Downs stated that it 
no longer wished to change its service availability poliC) a n d 
that it bel ieved that it should not, the refore, have to file a 
service availability case as contemplated. By letter dated 
April 5, 1989, Mar tin Down s further indicated t ha t it has not 
received any donat ions of water or sewer trunk lines and that 
it has continued and intends to continue to operate under its 
existi ng service availability policy. 

S1nce Martin Downs intends to c o ntinue to operate under its 
existing service availability policies and c harges , we agree 
that there is no need for it to file a s ervice availability 
case. Acco rd ing ly, its request to retain its existi ng servi ... ..: 
availability policies and charges is hereby g r anted. 

Based upo n the di s cussio n abo ve, it is 
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ORDERED by t he Flo rida Public Se r vice Commission that t he 
request by Mart in Downs Utilities, Inc . to re t ain its existing 
s ervice availability policies a nd charges i s hereby granted. 
It is f ur ther 

ORDERED that Martin Do wns Uti liti es, r nc .' s cu rrent s ervice 
availability po licies a nd c harges are hereby a f firmed i n a ll 
r espects. I t is f urther 

ORDERED that Docket No . 89052 1- WS be a nd is hereby closed . 

By ORDER o f t he ~' l o rida Publi c Se rvice Commission 
this 8th day of __ M_a_,y'------ 1989 

( S E A L ) 

RJP 

STEVE TRI BBLE, Directo r 
Division o f Reco r ds and Repo rting 

by:...· -1::::~~~~~-fF----Chift: BtJreYuOiRecords 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUD I CI AL REVIEW 

The Florida Publ ic Service Commission is required by 
Sectio n 120.59 (4), Florida Statutes. t o notify parties o f any 
admin ist r ative hearing or judicial review of Commission o rders 
t hat is available under Sections 120.57 or 120 .68, Florida 
Statutes, as well as t he procedu res and time limits that 
apply. Tnis no tice sho uld not be construed to mea n all 
" equests : o r an administ r ative hearing or judicial rev iew will 
be gra n t e d o r resul t in the relief sought. 

Any p a rty adver s ely a ffec t e d by the Commi s si o n' s final 
actio n in t his ma t t e r may request: 1) recons ider a ti o n o f the 
decisio n by fi l ing a motio n f o r r eco nsideration wi t h the 
Directo r, Div is i o n o f Reco rds a nd Reporting withi n fifteen (15) 
days o f the i ssuance o f t his o rde r in t he fo rm prescribed by 
Rule 25-22.060, Flo rida Adminis t rative Code; o r 2) jud icial 
rev i e w by the f l o rida Supreme Court i n the c ase o f an elect ric, 
gas o r te l epho ne utility o r t he First Di strict Court of Appeal 
in the c a s e o f a water o r sewe r utility by fi l i ng a not ice of 
appeal wi th the Director, Di vision of Records and Repo r ti ng and 
f ilin g a c o py o f the notice of appeal a nd t he fili ng fee with 
the appropriate c o u r t . Thi s fi ling must be comp l ete d within 
thicty (30) days after the iss uance o f t h i s order, purs uant t o 
Rule 9 .110, Flo rida Rule s o f Appellate Procedure. The not ' e 
of appeal mus t be i n t he f o rm specified in Ru l e 9.900(a), 
Florida Rules of Appellate Procedu r e . 
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