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TSI also asserts that it has provided all documents that support
its position in the form of its accountant’s workpapers. TSI
states that it will not be using the further discovery compelled by
Order No. PSC-98-0703-PCO-TI at hearing. TSI adds, however, that
it has made this information available to Transcall in the form in
which it was maintained by TSI.

On July 17, 1998, Transcall filed its response to TSI's
Motion. Transcall states that it opposes TSI’s request for further
enlargement of time. Transcall argues that it will be prejudiced
by any further extension of time for providing this discovery.
Transcall also reasserts its request for attorneys’ fees and
sanctions on TSI.

On July 22, 1998, TSI filed a Notice of Compliance with Order
No. PSC-98-0703-PCO-TI. On July 28, 1998, TSI filed a Memorandum
of Law in Opposition to Transcall’s Renewed Motion for Sanctions.
In its memorandum of law, TSI states that Transcall’s request for
sanctions should be denied because 1) Transcall has not
demonstrated that it will be prejudiced by the enlargement of time
to respond!; 2) TSI has produced “substantial documertary evidence
in support of its claims and allegations?;” and 3) TSI has not
disregarded Order No. PSC-98-0703-PCO-TI and has acted in gsod
faith in an effort to comply’. (TSI’'s July 28, 1998, Memorandum at
1). TSI adds that it was out of compliance from July 17, 1998, to
July 20, 1998. TSI arques that Transcall should not be prejudiced
by this short delay. TSI emphasizes that it filed a Motion for
Enlargement of Time prior to becoming non-compliant with Order No.
PSC-98~0955-PCO-TI. In addition, TSI states that if it appears
sanctions may be warranted, it should be allowed to present
evidence of mitigating circumstances before sanctions are imposed.

Citing Santuoso v. McGrath & Assoc, Inc., 385 So. 2d 112,
113(Fla. 3rd DCA 1980).

’ Citing Herold v, Computer Components Internatiopal., Inc.,
252 So. 2d 576, 580 (Fla. 4th DCA 1971).
’ Citing

K & K World Enterpises, Inc. V., Union Spo,, S.R.0O,,
692 So. 2d 1000, 1001 (Fla. 3rd DCA 1997); and Aller v. Editorial
Planeta _S.A., 389 So. 2d 321 (Fla. 3rd DCA 1980).











