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NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING 

Notice is given by the Administrative Law Judge of the following ruling in Docket 

No. 07-0446: 

A ruling issued April 16, 2008 specified that the due dates for filing 

motions containing scheduling proposals to establish a new Enbridge 

Pipelines Illinois, L.L.C. (“Enbridge”) surrebuttal testimony filing date and 

new evidentiary hearing dates, and for filing any replies to those motions, 

were April 21, 2008 and April 24, 2008, respectively. 

Scheduling proposals were advanced by Enbridge and by the Commission 

Staff (“Staff”).  Enbridge proposed evidentiary hearing dates of May 20-22, 

2008. In its primary proposal, Staff proposes hearing dates of July 7-8, 

2008.  In the alternative, Staff proposes July 29-30, 2008. No other 

proposals were filed on or about April 21, 2008. 

Replies to scheduling proposals were served on or before April 24, 2008. 

Enbridge opposes both Staff proposals. “Shelby Intervenors” support the 

Staff’s primary proposal, as does the County of McLean. The “Temple 

Trust and Armstrong Trust Intervenors” support adoption of either Staff 

proposal, as do the “Turner Intervenors.” The above-referenced 

Intervenors, and Staff, oppose the Enbridge proposal.  In their reply filing, 

Pliura Intervenors, who did not file a motion containing a scheduling 

proposal on the date and round designated for that purpose, offer a new 

scheduling proposal. That proposal, to which other Parties did not have an 

opportunity to respond, calls for hearings in early August.  

The various scheduling proposals advanced by the Parties have been 

reviewed, as have the positions of the Parties relating thereto.  All the 

Parties have made some valid arguments; unfortunately, no particular 

schedule or scheduling ruling will satisfy all the Parties in this instance.  

While the Enbridge proposal does offer some advantages, approving it 

would be problematic in that it would force many other Parties to block out 

three days of hearings in May, on short notice, creating conflicts with 

existing schedules with little time to resolve those conflicts.  The Staff’s 

primary proposal, on the other hand, is supported by all responding 
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Intervenors except the Pliura Intervenors; will avoid undue scheduling 

delays; and will at least allow Pliura Intervenors a reasonable period of 

time to resolve any scheduling conflicts.  

In conclusion, it appears that a hearing schedule patterned after Staff’s 

primary proposal would strike an appropriate balance and should be 

adopted. 

Accordingly, evidentiary hearing wills be scheduled for July 8 and July 9, 

2008, and July 10, 2008 if needed.  The due date for the Enbridge 

surrebuttal filing is May 21, 2008. Status hearings will be scheduled as 

needed. 

 

 


