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Notice of Administrative Law Judge’s Procedural Ruling  

 
 
Notice is hereby given of the Administrative Law Judge’s ruling on the “Motion for 

Extension of Time” (“Motion”) for filing briefs on exceptions (“BOEs”) and reply briefs on 
exceptions (“RBOEs”), filed by Pliura Intervenors (“Movants”) on May 29, 2009.  

 
Movants represent that certain other Intervenors support the Motion and that the 

Commission Staff does not object to it.  Enbridge Pipelines (Illinois) L.L.C. opposes the 
Motion, as indicated in a response filed June 1, 2009. 

 
The Proposed Order was served electronically on the Parties on May 22, 2009; if 

and to the extent Movants are suggesting that they were not provided access to it until 
May 26, those assertions are incorrect.  Under the current schedule, BOEs and RBOEs 
are due June 8 and June 16, 2009, respectively, totaling 25 days from the date of the 
issuance.  In their Motion, the Movants “seek an extension of … 45 days within which to 
file [BOEs] … and … 28 days thereafter to file [RBOEs]…” 

 
With regard to Movants’ argument that they need substantially more briefing time 

to review the evidentiary record, due to the large size of the record, the argument is 
unavailing. This argument ignores the fact that Parties were provided an opportunity to 
file initial and reply briefs in this matter, and were given a period of seven weeks from 
the date of the notice to do so. For that matter, the seven-week briefing period did not 
even begin until months after all transcripts were on e-Docket, thus expanding the 
record-review time available to Parties. In any event, the appropriate time for reviewing 
the evidentiary record was during that briefing period, if not sooner, and presumably the 
Parties did just that before filing their briefs.  In all, via the above-referenced schedules, 
Parties have been given a total of 74 days of briefing time to file post-hearing and BOE-
related briefs.  

 
To the extent Movants are arguing that the length of the order, 69 pages, justifies 

more than a tripling of the standard 14/7-day BOE/RBOE schedule, the argument is not 
persuasive and is not supported by other Commission proceedings. For example, in 
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Docket 07-0585 et al., the 360-page proposed order was served August 11, 2008; 
BOEs and RBOEs were due August 20 and August 27, 2008, respectively.  

 
In conclusion, while some additional time for the filing of BOEs and RBOEs may 

appropriately be authorized, the length of the extension sought by Movants is 
excessive.  By this ruling, as an accommodation to the intervening Parties and Staff, the 
dates for the filing of BOEs and RBOEs are hereby extended to June 12, 2009 and 
June 22, 2009, respectively, for all Parties.  Copies shall be served electronically on 
other Parties and (in Word format) on the Administrative Law Judge by 5:00 P.M. on the 
date of filing. Regarding service, it is noted that the Motion was not served on the 
Administrative Law Judge by the filing Party.  Finally, to the extent the Motion seeks 
more time than is being granted, it is denied. 

 
The ruling is concluded. 
 
   
 


