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I.
STATEMENT

A.
On October 6, 1994, the Complainants in Docket No. 93F-547T ("Movants") filed their Motion for Attorney's Fees.  This motion concerns certain discovery requests which were the subject of two motions to compel and a subsequent order.  No timely response to the motion was filed.


B.
On October 21, 1994, Respondent Sprint Communications Company, L.P. (Sprint) filed its Motion for Extension of Time.  Sprint seeks an extension of time to and including November 13, 1994, to respond to the Motion for Attorney's Fees.  On October 26, 1994, Movants filed their response to the Motion for Extension, stating that it is untimely.


C.
The Motion for Extension of Time should be denied.  No good cause for its untimeliness is shown; even if the motion were timely it fails to show good grounds for an extension.  Sprint has merely alluded to "other pressing issues and current workload requirements."  Without more, this is insufficient cause for an extension.  This is particularly true in a proceeding such as this where Sprint has co-counsel.


D.
The Motion for Attorney's Fees will be the subject of a future hearing.  Sprint will be allowed to cross-examine any witnesses but will not be allowed to put on any testimony in opposition to the motion.


E.
On October 14, 1994, the Department of Administration, Division of Telecommunications ("DOA") filed its Motion for Extension of Time.  By this motion, DOA seeks an extension of time to and including November 1, 1994, within which to:  (1) file a response to the second amended complaint; (2) respond to written discovery; and (3) submit a stipulation of facts.  As grounds for the motion, it is stated that the second amended complaint was improperly served by the Commission and not received by DOA.  DOA states that it became aware of this proceeding on October 6, 1994.


F.
No response to the motion was filed.  The motion should be granted as to a response to the second amended complaint and the response to the discovery.  Concerning the stipulation of facts, DOA filed a further motion.


G.
That motion was filed on October 26, 1994, captioned "Joint Motion for Extension of Time," by DOA, the Colorado Department of Corrections ("DOC"), and Sprint.  That motion seeks an extension of two weeks to the current schedule with respect to Stage 1 of this proceeding.  Currently, the stipulation of facts is to be filed October 28, 1994, and other deadlines are keyed to this filing.


H.
As grounds for the motion, the parties note the late involvement of DOA in this proceeding and the need to obtain data from DOA in order to prepare a stipulation of facts.


I.
Response time to the motion will be waived and it will be granted.  The schedule in this proceeding will be adjusted by two weeks, as set forth below.

II.
ORDER


A.
IT IS ORDERED THAT:



1.
The Motion for Attorney's Fees filed by the Complainants in Docket No. 93F-547T will be set for hearing at a future time.  Sprint Communications Company, L.P. will be allowed to cross-examine witnesses and make argument, but will not be permitted to present any evidence.



2.
The Motion for Extension of Time filed October 21, 1994, by Sprint Communications Company, L.P. is denied.



3.
The Joint Motion for Extension of Time filed October 26, 1994, by Sprint Communications Company, L.P., the Colorado Department of Corrections, and the Colorado Department of Administration (Division of Telecommunications) is granted.  Response time is waived.  The revised schedule for the remainder of Stage 1 is follows:





DATE




ACTION




November 14, 1994

Stipulation of Facts Filed





November 28, 1994

Dispositive Motions Filed





December 8, 1994

Responses to Dispositive Motions Filed





December 19, 1994

Ruling on Stage 1 Issues



4.
This Order shall be effective immediately.
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