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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBL I C SERVICE COMMISS I ON 

In re: Ini tiation of s how cause ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 890262-TC 
proceedings agai n s t RAY' S CL EANER 
fo r failure to comply with 1387 
annual repo rt requirements 

In re: Initiatio n o f s how cau se ) DOCKET NO. 890280- TC 
proceedings against REY CLEANER- ) 
COI N LAUNDRY fo r fai lure to compl y ) 
with 1987 annua l repo r t r equirements ) _______________________________ ) 

The foll owing Commissioners 
disposition o f this matter: 

ORDER NO. 

I SSUED : 

pa rticipated 

MICHAEL McK. WILSON, Chairman 
THOMAS t1. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
GERALD L. GUNTER 
JOHN T. HERNDON 

ORDER RESOLVING SHOW CAUSE PROCEED INGS 
AND CANCELLING CERTIFICATE 

BY THE COMMISS ION: 

21267 

5-22-119 

in the 

Purs uant t o Orders No . 20951 and 20952 , bot h issued t'larch 

28, 1989, t he above - referenced companies were i nc l uded in a 

group of pay telephone service (PATS ) providers which were 

ordered to show cause in writing why they s hould not be f ined 

$100 f o r fail i ng to file their 1987 annual repo r ts as requ ired 

by Ru le 25-24. 520, Flo r ida Administrative Code. 

On April 10, 1989, we recei ved a written response to the 

above Orders from Reinaldo Romeu, o n behalf of himself and his 

father, Sindulfo Romeu. Reinaldo Romeu' s letter indicated tha t 

t he requ ired annua l reports were filed for both certi ficates . 

Staff's subsequent investig at ion of t he matter confirmed 

t ha t bo th 1987 Annual Reports were fi l ed, along with the 1987 

Regu lat ory Assessme nt Fees. 

Reinaldo Romeu ' s letter additiona lly i ndicated that 

neither he no r his father ever intended to h ave two 

cert ifica tes. It appears that t he f irst PATS application was 

filled out by a customer premises equ ipment (CPE) salesman o n 

beha lf of Rey Cleaner-Coi n L aundry. The owner o f th~ laundry , 

Sindu l fo Rome u , signed the application; however , becau se o f h is 

l imi ted knowledge o f the Engli sh language, Sindul fo Romeu did 

not realize that the name of t he laund r y was mi sspel led as 

" Ray' s Cleaner. " Sindu lfo Romeu never pu rchased a pay 

telephone from this vendor. Abo u t a year late r, Reinaldo Romeu 

purchased a pay telephone f r om a d ifferent CPE vendor and 

filled o u t a PATS appl icat i o n under t he co rrec t name o f the 

laundry, Rey Cleaner-Coi n Laundry. Al t hough Mr. Romeu did not 

real ize both certi fi cates wete val id , he sti ll paid al l the 

regul a t ory assessment fees due fo r 1985 , 1986, 1987 and 1988. 

Based upo n the spec i fic facts oC t hi s caso. we find that 

no fine should be imposed upon these cer tificate holders. We 

f urther find that PATS Cert ificate No. 181, issued to " Ray's 
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Cleane r• should be cancelled, while PATS Certificate No. 

issued to Rey Cleaner-Coin Laundry sho uld be the 
certificate retained . 

Therefore, based on the f o r ego ing, it is 

1071. 
o nly 

ORDERED by the Flo rida Public Serv i ce Commiss i o n tha t 

based upon the specific facts o f this case, ::he request o f 

Reinaldo Romeu to retain PATS Cert if icate No . 1071 is he reby 

granted. It is furthe r 

ORDERED that PATS Certificate No . 
cancelled. It is furthur 

181 is hereby 

ORDERED that Rey C l eaner-Coi n Laundry, if it has not 

already do ne s o. is to return PATS Certificate No . 181 to t he 

fl o rida Public Service Commission. It is f ur the r 

ORDERED that t hese dockets a re hereby closed. 

By ORDER of the 
t his 22nd day o f 

( S E I. L ) 

ABG 

nor ida 
HAY 

Public Serv ice Co mmis s i o n, 

NOTICE Of FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Flo rida Public Service Commissio n is required by 
Sec t i o n 120.59(4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any 

admi n istrative hearing o r judiciJl review of Commission o rders 

that i s available under Sections 120 . 57 or 12 0 .68, Flo rida 

Statutes, as well as t he procedures and time limits that 

apply. This notice should no t be construed to mean al l 

requests for an administrative heari ng or j ud icial review will 

be g ranted o r result in the re l ief sought. 

Any party adversely affected by t he Commiss ion's final 

action i n this matte r may r e quest: 1) recons ideratio n o f the 

decision by filing a motio n f o r reconsideration with the 

Directo r, Division of Records a nd Reporti ng with i n fifteen ( 15 ) 

days of the issuance of this order i n the f o rm prescribed by 

Rule 25- 22.060, Florida Admini st rative Code; o r 2 ) judicia l 
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review by the Florida Supreme Co urt in the cas e o f an electric, 
gas o r telepho ne utili t y o r t he First Dis t rict Court o f Appeal 
in the case o f a watn r o r s ewer utility by filing a not i ce o f 
appeal with the Directo r. Divisio n o f Records a nd Reporting and I 
f iling a c o py o f the no t i ce o f appea l and the filing fee with 
the appropriate c ourt. This filing must be completed within 
thirty (JO) days afte r t he i ssuance o f t hi s o rder . pu =s uant t o 
Rule 9 . 110, flo rida Rul e s o f Appellate Procedure. The no tice 
o f appea l must be in the form specified in Rul e 9.900(a). 
florida Ru l es o f Appel late Procedure . 
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