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Notice of Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling 

  
 

Notice is hereby given of the following ruling by the Administrative Law Judge on 
the “Motion for Addition of Necessary Parties under Section 200.190(a)” filed on behalf 
of Intervenors Pleasant Murphy and the Village of Downs (“Movants”). The motion is 
opposed by the applicant, Enbridge Pipelines (Illinois) L.L.C. (“Enbridge Illinois”).  

 
In their motion, Movants request that four additional Enbridge entities be required 

to join the case as necessary parties to the proceeding. Enbridge Illinois opposes the 
motion, claiming it will in fact be the builder, owner and operator of the proposed 
pipeline. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission order cited in the motion stated in 
part, “Thus, Enbridge confirms that Enbridge Illinois is the actual entity that will build, 
own and operate the Extension Pipeline…” (FERC order in OR08-1-000, May 7, 2008, 
Para. 16)  

 
The motion is hereby denied. The filings do not support a finding that compelling 

four additional Enbridge entities to become parties to the proceeding is necessary to 
protect the interests of Movants in the case. There is no indication that Movants have 
been unable to explore the corporate relationships between Enbridge Illinois and other 
Enbridge entities, or the role if any of other Enbridge entities in the proposed project, 
through means other than requiring four additional Enbridge entities to become parties.  
Further, to the extent parties believe Enbridge Illinois, as the standalone applicant and 
the only “Enbridge” party in the case, has failed to make any necessary showings 
relating to fitness, willingness, ability or other criteria as may be required by the statute, 
they can pursue such arguments in an appropriate manner. 

 
The ruling is concluded. 


