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Notice of Administrative Law Judge’s Rulings 

  
Notice is hereby given of the following rulings by the Administrative Law Judge:  
 
Regarding the “Motion to Reopen Case of Turner Intervenors for Purposes of the 

Admission of New Material and Undisputed Evidence” (“Turner Motion”), the request to 
admit Exhibits C and D attached thereto is denied.  The nature and extent of the 
additional filings, hearings and time that would likely be involved in further addressing 
the issues to which these attachments are purportedly relevant is not warranted at this 
stage of the proceeding. 

 
Regarding Exhibits A and B attached to the Turner Motion, the request to admit 

them is granted.  The document, Exhibit B, is a copy of a recent letter from Enbridge 
Pipelines (Illinois) L.L.C. (“Enbridge Illinois”), and it appears to be pertinent to the 
request, still being pursued by Enbridge Illinois in this proceeding, for eminent domain-
related relief.  While there is disagreement over the import of the letter, the authenticity 
of the document does not appear to be in dispute. It was prepared by Enbridge Illinois, 
and would not require cross-examination of a witness by the objecting party or further 
delays in closing the record.  That being said, if Enbridge Illinois wants an opportunity to 
file prepared testimony in response to the exhibit, it will be allowed 10 days to do.  If 
Enbridge Illinois elects not to make such a filing, it may provide notification thereof at 
any time. Whether such responsive testimony would involve cross-examination, or is 
otherwise admissible, is unknown at this time.  Further, this ruling does not reach the 
question of whether the opinions or conclusions set forth in the Turner Motion are 
correct, and no presumptions are created with respect thereto. 

 
The “Pliura Intervenors’ Motion for Leave to File Firsthand Accounts of 

Communications between Applicant and Landowners and…to Amend Schedule…” is 
denied.  A review of the motion reflects that no such first-hand accounts were attached 
to it. Further, the motion does not indicate why the items were not included in previous 
testimony filings pursuant to the schedule. In addition, Movants were given an 
opportunity to file a reply the objections to the motion; no such reply was filed.    

 
The rulings are concluded.  


