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PETITITIONER 

DOCKET NO. 110305-EI-and-

Tampa Electric Company
P. O. Box 111 
Tampa, FL.33601 
(813) 223-0800, 

RESPONDENT 
..1i. _M E· N D ED, 
PET I T ION. 

RE: INITIATION OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS -.ORDER NO.PSC=12-0252- F9F- E1 May· 23, 

201 ,~ 

1. The petitioner has a substantial interest as a customer of a 
REGULATED PUBLIC·UTILITY TO RECEIVE THE BENEFIT OF Rule 25-6.100 
et, seq. F.A.C. and 256~105{5·LF.S. and THE FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT 

and THE FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT. 
THIS PETITION COMPLIES WITH 25.22.036 ~ ~8-l06.201F.A.C. 

2. Petitioner received via U.S. Mail on May 26, 2012 Order NO. 
PSC-12=0252-FOF-E1 granting motion to dismiss by Respondent Tampa 
Electric Company. 

3. The material facts in dispute are: (1) whether petitioner paid 
$915.94 for a bill alledgedly incurred in 2004. TECO'SRECORDS SHOW 
THE BILL WAS TRANSFERRED TO PETITIONER'S HOME ACCOUNT AND PAID! 
(Exhibits 1& 2). (2) whether TECO owes the petitioner $3500.00 for 
an overpayment in 2004 plus 1~% interest per month-the same; rate 

TECO charges its customers :accruing from 2004 to 2012. (Exhibitt,s- ,3,,~, & -5:) .-' .. 

The commission has jurisdiction because this is a BILLING DISDu:J~:3 4 Jur! 12 ~ 
not an action for "damages" as alleged by the respondent. 
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5.Whether TECO returned the funds is immaterial if they were returned 
of their own volition BECAUSE OF A LACK OF DUE DILIGENCE in accepting 
the authority of a fraudulent "guardian" .. TECO IS LIABLE FOR THE $3500.00. 
The record contains d;tspositive evidence that there was no "guardian" 
and that the petitioner, Edward McDonald, was the only person with 
legal authority to access the account used to pay TECO. 

6. Petitioner wants his account credited with for $915.94 and a refund 
of the $3500.00 overpayment with interest at 1~% @month from 2004 to 
the present. 

7. Evidence presented herein includes affidavits, Requests for production 
and communications that are RELEVANT and MATERIAL comprising new evidence 
not previously considered by the commission • 

. 
8. There is ample evidence the material facts are disputed by the parties. 
It isdisingenuou8~bordering on the absurd, .to suggest the petitioner 
"agrees It the bank recalled ,di'shonOr,e"dor otherwise refused to comply 

with the Warrant for Payment used by the petitioner. To suggest that 
their negligence is somehow ameliorated because they "no longer have 
possession of the funds because they returned them is equivalent to 
saying the car thief is innocent because he returned the vehicle 
after a month long joyride. Both arguments are specious! 

9. Petitioner respectfully moves the commission to assign this matter 
to \,~ THE DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS for assignment of 
an Administrative Law Judge for adversarial proceedings to make findings 
of fact and conclusions of Law. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

A copy hereof was furnished this 7th day ot 3Un.e'2012 via u.s. mail .. 
to James D. Beasely, P.O. Box 391, Tallahassee, FL 32301 and General 

Counsel and Office of Public Counsel,2540 Shumard Oak Blvd., Tallahassee, 
FL 32399-0850. 
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7203 N. 41st St. 
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