
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS DIVISION

DOCKET NUMBER U-37425

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC, EX PARTE

In re: Application for approval ofgeneration and transmission resources in connection with

service to a single customer [or a project in North Louisiana.

RULING ON PEREMPTORY EXCEPTION OF NONJOINDER

On March 5, 2025, the Alliance for Affordable Energy and the Union of Concerned

Scientists a Peremptory Exception and Motion to Declare Laidley. LLC and Meta

Platforms, LLC as Parties Necessary for Just Adjudication in this Proceeding and Supporting

Memorandum ("Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder") with the Louisiana Public Service

Commission ("LPSC" or "Commission") urging the Commission to that Laidley LLC

("Laidley") and Meta Platfonns, LLC ("Meta")' are parties necessary for the just adjudication of

the approvals sought by Entergy Louisiana, LLC ("ELL") in this proceeding. In the Peremptory

Exception of Nonjoinder, the NPOs urge the Commission to dismiss the proceeding if Laidley and

Meta do not intervene. Per the schedule set by the Tribunal, on March 17, 2025, Southern

Renewable Energy Association ("SREA") a memorandum in support of the Peremptory

Exception of Nonjoinder and ELL and Commission Staff memoranda in opposition. The

The attachments to the Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder indicate that the corporate entities registered with the

Louisiana Secretary of State are Meta Platforms Technologies, LLC, and Laidley LLC (comma omitted). Meta

Platforms Technologies, LLC lists as a corporate officer, Meta Platforms, Inc., which is listed in Mr. May's testimony
as the parent of Laidley (Although no updated version of Mr. May's testimony was it is assumed that this

information is public, since it was mentioned in the Exception of Nonjoinder as well as in Attachments 6 and 12

thereto, albeit without the "s" at the end of Platforms in Attachment 6, and without the period at the end of Inc. in

Attachment 12). There is no apparent mention of Meta Platforms, LLC, the party by the NPOs as necessary

to this adjudication. The Tribunal did not conduct an independent review of the Louisiana Secretary of State Business

Filings for the entities herein, and only made this observation after the oral argument on this matter. Although it is

inconsequential to this Ruling on Peremptory Exception o/Nonjoinder, we point out these inconsistencies to help
avoid confusion at the hearing on the merits.



NPOs a reply brief on March 21, 2025. Thereafter, the NPOs, ELL, and Commission Staff

appeared and argued their respective positions at an oral argument held on March 25, 2025.

Additional appearances were made by the Louisiana Energy Users Group and Occidental

Chemical Corporation.

HAVING CONSIDERED all pleadings, supporting and opposing memoranda, the

arguments presented, and for the reasons described in further detail below, the NPO's Peremptory

Exception of Nonjoinder is DENIED.

Reasons

A. Background and Procedural History

In this proceeding, ELL seeks Commission certification of three Combined Cycle

Combustion Turbine ("CCCT") generators, totaling 2,262 megawatts ("MW") of new baseload

generation, a new 500kV transmission line, new substations, and certain equipment upgrades at an

existing 500kV substation ("Application"). According to the Application, these additions and

upgrades are necessary to serve proposed hyperscale data center, which will be

developed near Holly Ridge, in Richland Parish, Louisiana. The data center will require

significant, firm, around-the-clock power ("the Project")? Laidley is expected to invest at least $5

billion in capital.3 In addition, through the customer-specific Corporate Sustainability Rider

("CSR"), Laidley has committed to paying for 1,500 MW of designated solar and/or storage

resources, which will assist with ELL's long-term planning needs.

3 Even after the ofthe CCCT generators, ELL will need to procure and seek certification of 1,500 MW

of solar and/or solar and storage resources to serve the Project.
3 In its memorandum in opposition, ELL suggests this number may be as high as $10 billion.
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ELL and various state leaders have touted that the Project will have "enormous" and

"transformative" effects on the economies of Richland Parish and the surrounding communities in

North Louisiana, resulting in 300 to 500 permanent high-paying jobs, and an of capital

investment that will "elevate the quality of life of the citizens" of this "economically disadvantaged

region of the state." According to ELL, the anticipated contributions and the Customer's

urgent need for power constitute good cause to excuse ELL from complying with the

Commission's Market-Based Mechanisms General Order (the "MBM Order").4

At its November 2024 Business and Executive Session ("B and E"), the Commission

directed that a recommendation on the Application be placed on the agenda for its October

2025 B and E. The Tribunal held an initial status conference on December 3, 2024, and set a

procedural schedule to meet the directive, as follows: Commission Staff and Intervenor testimonies

are due on April 11, 2025, cross-answering testimony is due on May 9, 2025, ELL's rebuttal

testimony is due on May 30, 2025, there is a discovery deadline of June 30, 2025, and the parties

will brief the contested issues on July 3, 2025. A hearing on the merits is scheduled for

July 14 through July 25, 2025. On February 27, 2025, the Tribunal issued a notice declining to

rule on a previous motion to dismiss by the NPOs, that it was premature.

B. Positions of the Parties

i. NPOs

In their Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder, the NPOs refer to a series of data responses

that ostensibly demonstrate ELL's lack of an evidentiary basis for many of the aforementioned

4
According to the testimony of Mr. May, it was necessary to begin engineering, long-lead material acquisition,

establishing construction power, and securing a position in the Midcontinent System Operator, Inc. ("MISO") queue

in 2024 to meet the Customer's timeline.
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assertions regarding the of the Project. For example, the NPOs point out that ELL lacks

independent knowledge of the jobs that will result from the Project. In ELL's response to data

requests from the Sierra Club and the NPOs, which reference the job-related Direct Testimony of

Entergy Chief Executive Phillip R. May, ELL provided a link to a Meta website, stating

that the commitment was made by the "Customer". ELL also included a link to an article by

Economist Loren C. Scott, providing an estimate of the number of jobs and associated salaries

anticipated by the Project.

The NPOs point out ELL's lack of production of documents in response to data requests

seeking analyses or studies supporting Laidley's need for a amount of power, the lack of

production of any studies or analysis supporting an "urgent" need for power, and the lack of

production in response to data requests from the NPOs regarding Laidley's sustainability goals.

Moreover, the NPOs argue, ELL refused to provide certain contact information in response to data

requests from the NPOs and LEUG. Finally, the NPOs take issue with the fact that ELL is not

seeking Commission approval of the Electric Service Agreement with Laidley.

The NPOs argue that ELL's lack of evidentiary support and its reliance on hearsay to prove

the claimed in the Application necessitate dismissal of the Application unless a party

capable of substantiating the allegations at the crux of ELL's case for being excused from the

requirements of the Commission MBM Order intervenes. That party, according to the NPOs,

should be Laidley, since it is the customer; however, the NPOS doubt Laidley's ability to supply

the necessary information given that it is a special-purpose vehicle created recently, and lacks

experience and expertise as a data center owner/operator. In several instances, ELL directed the

party seeking discovery to Meta, rather than Laidley, for additional information regarding Project
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commitments. Therefore, the NPOS are also seeking the intervention of Meta. Ultimately, the

NPOS argue that because ELL cannot resolve important questions raised by the Application,

Laidley and Meta must participate as parties, or, in the alternative, the proceeding must be

dismissed.

The legal basis for the NPO's Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder is Louisiana Code of

Civil Procedure article 641(1), which provides, in part: A person shall be joined as a party in the

action when [] In his absence complete relief cannot be accorded among those already parties.

The NPOs argue that since article 641 is compulsory, any adjudication made without a necessary

party is an absolute nullity. The NPOs argue that Laidley and Meta are necessary for the just

adjudication because ELL cannot provide the necessary evidentiary support for the customer's

commitments and energy needs. In fact, the NPOs argue, ELL cannot even provide basic

information on aspects of the Application that are vital to finding it in the public interest.

At oral argument, the NPOs were asked whether or not they had exhausted all available

discovery vehicles in their attempt to obtain additional information in this matter. While it was the

NPOS belief that they had exhausted all discovery vehicles, they admitted that they had not issued

any subpoenas or requests for deposition to Laidley or Meta because they did not believe it would

be possible to obtain the necessary discovery without the interventions of Laidley and Meta in this

proceeding. Further, they did not see any value in a motion to compel against ELL because

they "took ELL at its that it did not have the information sought in discovery.

The NPOS argue that Louisiana has not adopted the position taken by the federal courts

that it is inappropriate for compulsory joinder to be used when the reason for the joinder is for

5 Oral Argument Tr. March 25, 2025, 20:23.
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discovery purposes. According to the NPOs, neither Louisiana nor any state has adopted the

federal position despite the federal rule being in place for decades.

ii. S_R@

SREA did not appear at the oral argument. In its supporting memorandum, SREA agrees

with the NPOs that ELL cannot provide the necessary evidentiary support for

commitments and energy needs, and therefore Laidley and Meta are necessary for the just

adjudication of the proceeding. SREA agrees that the standard for drawing a third party into a

regulatory matter is whether the party is "absolutely necessary", and SREA believes that standard

has been met. Similar to the NPOs, SREA argues that the instant proceeding is unusual and

"perhaps unprecedented", and while the Commission should apply joinder with caution it is

warranted in this proceeding because of the magnitude of the ELL is seeking and the

fact that the large amount of generation for which is sought was not

contemplated in or supported by ELL's most recent integrated resource plan ("IRP"), and further

because the generation will be considered system resources for the of all ELL customers.

SREA points to rules that the Arkansas Public Service Commission previously required customers

to participate in APSC proceedings for approval of much smaller renewable energy projects.

iii. 1

In its opposition to the Exception of Nonjoinder, ELL first argues that the Commission

does not have jurisdiction to force participation in a Commission proceeding by non-regulated

entities such as Laidley and Meta. At the oral argument, ELL reminded the Tribunal that the

Commission is not tasked with the approval of data center, but with the approval of the

acquisition by ELL, a regulated utility, of significant generation and transmission assets necessary

Docket No.

Entergy Louisiana, LLC, ex partc

Ruling on Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder
Page 6



to serve a new customer. ELL argues that neither Laidley nor Meta could have brought the

Application in the first instance as they are not public utilities and do not charge rates or perform

the services of a public utility. It is ELL's burden to prove the allegations in its Application, and if

it fails to do so, the remedy is for the Commission to deny ELL's request.

With regard to the question of whether or not the Commission can grant complete relief

without the joinder of Laidley and Meta, ELL argues that the Commission unequivocally can. In

fact, ELL is the only party necessary to resolve ELL's request in its entirety. ELL argues that

dismissal of the proceeding on the basis of nonjoinder would be "extreme and draconian".

Moreover, it would set an untenable precedent if the criteria for compulsory joinder is whether or

not a customer will from the relief sought in the Application. Arguably, all 1.1 million of

ELL's customers benefit from its investments. Instead, the remedy for a party that believes ELL

has failed to support its Application is to point out to the Commission the deficiencies in testimony

and at the hearing on the merits.

In response to the NPO's assertion that ELL has provided information, ELL

argues that it has been more than forthcoming with information in its Application and in discovery

and additional evidence would be unnecessary and cumulative. ELL asserts that it has provided

evidence to support its Application, which, inclusive of testimony from 11 witnesses is

over 800 pages in length. In addition, it has responded to over 1,000 discovery requests including

14 sets with multiple parts and/or from the NPOs. ELL has provided hundreds of pages

of documents and native workbooks in its responses. Moreover, ELL argues, La. C.C.P. Article

641 cannot be used to involuntarily join parties for the purpose of conducting discovery, which is

exactly what the NPOs are attempting to do here. While ELL disputes the inadequacy of the
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evidence provided, they concede that the NPOs may provide legal argument on the of

the evidence and the merits of the Application at the appropriate time. ELL asserts that the NPOs

are merely attempting to derail the Application and delay the Project. ELL reiterates the support

of the Project by State leaders, arguing that this is the NPO's second attempt to have this matter

decided prematurely, before a hearing on the merits.

iv. Commission Staff

Commission Staff opposes the Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder, arguing that NPOs

have made no showing that any of the criteria for nonjoinder apply. The NPOs have argued that

ELL's application has evidentiary deficiencies and that discovery is hindered in the absence of the

joinder of Liadley and Meta to the proceeding. The proper time for considering evidentiary

however, is when the merits of the proceeding are considered. Further, the alleged

discovery obstacles can be resolved through other discovery vehicles allowed by the Commission

which do not require compulsory joinder of a non-party.

According to Commission Staff, the Commission will resolve the issues presented by ELL

in this proceeding - whether to grant each of ELL's requests, and it can do this without the

interventions of Laidley and Meta. In fact, the Commission has a constitutional duty to protect

retail ratepayers from unjust, unreasonable, and discriminatory rates. And the NPOs could

not point to any Commission precedent for forcing a utility customer or potential utility customer

to intervene to protect another party's interest.

Commission Staff points out that retail customers in Louisiana "are protected through the

function and duties of the Louisiana Public Service Commission". The Commission, made up of

five Commissioners elected by the citizens of Louisiana to represent their interests, is the
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constitutionally created body with jurisdiction over common carriers and public utilities, and, as

such, has a duty to protect the customers of regulated Louisiana entities. Commission Staff is

"looking closely" at Application, and will address any evidentiary in testimony.

C. Discussion

Louisiana's compulsory joinder rules are found in article 641 ofthe Louisiana Code ofCivil

Procedure. There is no counterpart in the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure. While

the Commission looks to the Code of Civil Procedure when its rules are silent on a procedural

issue, the parties have pointed to only one instance in which the Commission considered applying

La. C.C.P. Article 641 to a Commission proceeding, and in that proceeding it was determined that

La. C.C.P. Article 641 did not require the joinder of the Complainant as a necessary party. In

Docket No. T-34231 Dynamic Environmental Services, LLC vs. Steve Kent Trucking, Inc. and

Kent & Smith Holdings. LLC, in re: Complaint against Steve Kent Trucking Inc. and Ken & Smith

Holdings, LLC and petition to rescind LPSC Order No. T-33 73 7. and cancel Common Carrier

Nos. 5662-G and 5662-H, the Complainant, Dynamic, argued that the adoption of

LPSC Order No. T-33737, which approved the transfer of a common carrier certificate in which

Dynamic had an alleged interest, without the participation of Dynamic, should be rescinded. The

Commission ultimately determined that without prior Commission approval of Dynamic's interest

in the certificate at issue, Dynamic's rights were to require compulsory joinder or

rescission of Order No. T-33737, even though, as pointed out by ELL, Dynamic argued it was

intentionally excluded as an attempt to prevent it from exercising its rights in that proceeding,

circumstances much different than those presented here.
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The lack of Commission precedent for compulsory joinder is a result of the Commission's

ability to fully resolve matters over which it has jurisdiction - namely, the regulation of common

carriers and public utilities. Pursuant to Rule 3(e) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and

Procedure the Commission is a party to every docketed proceeding. To assist the Commission in

this role, La. R.S. 4521180, et seq., authorizes the Commission to hire engineers, consultants,

accountants, and other personnel necessary to examine the affairs of the public utilities it regulates.

And it routinely does so. Through its Staff and consultants, the Commission conducts discovery,

files testimony, and performs investigations that it deems necessary. Here, in response to ELL's

Application, the Commission hired outside counsel and consultants who, along with the

Intervenors are examining the issues raised in ELL's Application.

Even assuming La. C.C.P. Art. 641 is applicable, cases thereunder provide that a party

should be deemed indispensable only when that result is absolutely necessary to protect substantial

rights." State Department ofHighways v. Lamar Advertising Co. ofLa.. Inc., 279 So.2d 671 (La.

1973). The Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder alleges that without Laidley and Meta complete

reliefcannot be "accorded among those already parties." La. C.C.P Article 641(A)(1). The question

then is whether there is relief that the Commission is unable to accord the parties to this proceeding

in the absence of Laidley and Meta. Setting aside the regulatory approvals and accounting

treatments sought by ELL, its Application is essentially a request for of new system

resources and the associated rate recovery. The Commission reviews such requests pursuant to its

constitutional grant ofplenary regulatory authority over public utilities in Louisiana. In accordance

with Louisiana Constitution article IV Section 21(B)6, the Commission has required regulated

" See also La. R.S. 4521163 and La. R.S. 4511176.
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electric utilities to obtain that the public convenience and necessity would be served

through completion of such project or confection of such contract prior to the construction [] of

new generating resources" since 1983.7 In determining whether to grant such the

Commission asks whether the utility's decision-making process was reasonable, logical, and based

upon available information and planning techniques.8

In reviewing an application under the 1983 General Order, the Commission first determines

whether there is a need for the additional generation, and only if that need is

demonstrated, does the Commission make the ancillary determination of whether the process used

to meet that need was reasonable and in the public interest.9 One of the concerns raised by the

NPOs in the Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder is ELL's lack of data underlying Laidley's

generation needs. If, as the NPOs argue, ELL cannot meet its burden ofproving the need associated

with the data center, then the Application as presented by ELL, may be denied.

Any element that ELL deems essential to its Application will have to be proven at the

hearing on the merits. The Commission will assign the evidence presented with the appropriate

weight after considering the arguments, and determine the appropriate actions to take on

the Application. The Tribunal will consider all and evidence in accordance with

Rule 32 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure. To that end, all parties, including

7 LPSC General Order dated September 20, 1983 (In re: In the Matter of the Expansion of Utility Power Plant:

Proposed Certification ofNew Plant by the LPSC), as amended by LPSC General Order (Corrected) dated May 27,

2009 (In Possible Modifications to the September 20, 1983 General Order to allow (I) for more expeditious

oflimited-term resource procurements and (2) an annual andseasonal liquidated damages
block energy purchases) [hereinafter 1983 General Order].
" LPSC Order No. U-35927, 1803 Electric Cooperative, Inc. ex parte. In re: Application for Approval of Power

Purchase Agreements andfor Cost Recovery.
9 LPSC Order No. U-33770, Entergy Louisiana, LLC, Entergy Gulf States Louisiana, L.L.C. In Joint Application

for Approval to Construct St. Charles Power Station, andfor C0st Recovery.
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the NPOs, will have an opportunity to provide testimony and evidence, cross-examine the other

witnesses, and argue their respective positions at the hearing of the matter, as well as in

pre- and post-hearing briefs.

In Miller v. Larre,19-208 (La. App. 5 Cir. 12/11/19) 284 So. 2d 3d 1284, 1287, cited by

the NPOs, the Louisiana Fifth Circuit Court of Appeal held that the failure to join Louisiana State

University to a malpractice suit involving an employee physician was a fatal that rendered

the resulting default judgment an absolute nullity. While the NPOs are correct that Miller v. Larre

stands for the proposition that an adjudication made in the absence of a necessary party is an

absolute nullity, that case is distinguishable given that the State was a statutorily required party

under the Louisiana Medical Malpractice Act. Similarly, in Olano v. Karno, 2020-0396 (La.App.

4 Cir. 4/7/21) 315 So. 2d 952 (where co-owners disputed validity of lease), and Two Canal Street

Investors, Inc. v. New Orleans Building Corporation, 2016-0825 (La. App. 4 Cir. 9/23/16) 202 So.

3d 1003 (2016) (where successful bidder should have been added as a party-defendant in

unsuccessful bidder's suit to block lease), also cited by the NPOs, the Louisiana Fourth Circuit

Court of Appeal pointed out that La. C.C.P. Article 1880, under the provisions related to

declaratory judgment actions, requires "parties who have or claim any interest which would be

affected by the declaration" to be joined in the declaratory judgment

Aside from instances involving statutorily required parties, Louisiana courts have taken a

conservative approach in applying compulsory joinder. That is, compulsory joinder has been

See also Fewell v. City ofM0nroe, 43,281 (La. App. 2 Cir. 6/11/08) 987 So. 2d 323 (2008) (where the Department
ofHealth and Hospitals ("DHH") was a party with an interest in a declaratoryjudgment action regarding who is liable

for paying the costs of transportation of a mental health patient where DHH was specifically mentioned as a liable

party in the statute governing transportation cost allocation).
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applied only when there is some vital property or personal interest, such as a legatee in a will

dispute (See Succession ofPanepinto, 21-709 (La. App. 5 Cir. 9/13/22), 349 So. 3d 1014), or a

biological father in a child support dispute (See Dept. ofChildren & Family Servs. Ex rel. A.L. v.

Lowrie, 2014-1025 (La. 2015), 167 So. 3d 573).

The NPOs have pointed to no instance where a Louisiana court required joinder of a party

due to the plaintiffs inability to prove essential elements of its case or to respond to discovery. The

NPOs are transparent about the fact that these are their reasons for seeking compulsory joinder,

and even attempt to make the argument that discovery is a valid reason for compulsory joinder.

The primary arguments the NPOs and SREA make for why Laidley and Meta are necessary parties

are the lack of evidentiary support for the Application and the need for additional information.

Neither of these is sufficient to make a case for compulsory joinder. As of the time of

the oral argument, the NPOs had not even attempted to obtain information directly from Laidley

or Meta or other third parties whose statements are referred to as unsupported. The Louisiana Code

of Civil Procedure allows discovery on nonparties, therefore, it is possible that the NPOs could

obtain the information they seek without joining Laidley and Meta in the proceeding.

The federal courts have held that knowledge of relevant information does not render an

individual a necessary party pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure l9(a), a rule substantially

similar to La. C.C.P. Article 641, et seq. In Klecher v. Metropolitan Lzfe Ins. Co., 331 F. Supp. 2d

279 (2004), the Federal Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit held, "[K]nowledge of relevant

information does not render an individual a necessary party." In short, whether a movant seeks

discovery from a party does not bear on whether that party should be joined in an amended

complaint, citing Costello Co. v. Rotelle, 670 F.2d 1035, 1044 (D.C.Cir. 1981) wherein it
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previously stated, "[T]he question of whether an entity or individual should be a party is quite

different from the questions and problems associated with obtaining evidence from such an entity

or individual and the need to obtain evidence from an entity or individual is not a factor bearing

on whether a party is "necessary" or "indispensable" to a just adjudication and thus required to be

joined or the action dismissed for failure ofjoinder." Costello, at 1044.

Finally, the NPOs and SREA fail to acknowledge that given the ongoing regulatory

relationship between ELL and the Commission, Commission Orders are unlike court decrees

which may be the adjudication between the parties to the proceeding. The Commission can

and often does place conditions on its regulatory approvals. It remains to be seen whether or not

the Commission Staff will recommend approval of the Application in this matter, and if they do,

whether they will recommend conditions and safeguards that may address some of the concerns

raised by the NPOs in the Peremptory Exception of Joinder. It is for these reasons that we believe

it would be short-sighted and premature to dismiss the Application or to require joinder under the

guise of doing so before the receipt of testimony and arguments of the parties to the proceeding.

The Louisiana Supreme Court, in Lamar, supra, focused on the perils of elevating absent

parties whose interest may only be tangential to the issue before the court, particularly when the

court could tailor "its decree [] to avoid any possibility of prejudice to the rights of an absent party

and still do justice to the parties before the Lamar, at 676, 677. As previously stated, the

Commission has multiple regulatory remedies at its disposal, and since we believe that the

Commission has the tools necessary to take whatever action it deems appropriate under the

circumstances, Laidley and Meta are not necessary parties to this proceeding.
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D. Conclusion

We disagree with the arguments of the NPOs and SREA that complete relief cannot be

accorded to the parties in this proceeding without the joinder of Laidley and Meta. Further, we

the NPOs argument that discovery would be futile is speculative and to require

the extreme remedy of compulsory joinder. Therefore, the Peremptory Exception of Nonjoinder is

denied.

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, this 4th day of April, 2025.

Melanie Verzw elt

Chief Administrative aw Judge
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Michael R. Dodson

Entergy Services, LLC

639 Loyola Avenue

Mail Unit L-ENT-26E

New Orleans, LA 70113

Email: md0dsol@entergy.com

Fax: ; Phone: (504)576-5508
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Intervenor : Louisiana Energy Users Group

Randy Young

Kean Miller, LLP

400 Convention Street, Suite 700 (70802)

Post Office Box 3513

Baton Rouge, LA 70821-3513

Email: Randy.Young@keanmi1ler.com

Fax: (225)388-9133; Phone: (225)387-0999

Carrie R. Toumillon

Kean Miller, LLP

400 Convention Street, Suite 700 (70802)

Post Box 3513

Baton Rouge, LA 70821

Email: carrie.toumillon@keanmil1er.com

Fax: (225)388-9133; Phone: (225)387-0999

Gordon D. Polozola

Kean Miller, LLP

400 Convention Street, Suite 700 (70802)

Post Office Box 3513

Baton Rouge, LA 70821

Email: gordon.po1ozola@keanmi11er.com

Fax: (225)388-9133; Phone: (225)387-0999

Nathan Bromley

Kean Miller, LLP

400 Convention Street, Suite 700 (70802)

Post Box 3513

Baton Rouge, LA 70821

Email: nathan.brom1ey@keanmiller.com

Fax: (225)388-9133; Phone: (225)387-0999
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Intervenor : Southern Renewable Energy Association

Simon Mahan

Southern Renewable Energy Association (SREA)

11610 Pleasant Ridge Road, Suite 103 #176

Little Rock, AR 72223

Email: simon@southemwind.org

Fax: ; Phone: (337)303-3723

Whit Cox

Southern Renewable Energy Association (SREA)

11610 Pleasant Ridge Road, Suite 103 #176

Little Rock, AR 72223

Email: whit@southemrenewable.org

Fax: ; Phone: (501)701-0874
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Intervenor :

Intervenor :

Alliance for Affordable Energy
Jessica Hendricks

Alliance for Affordable Energy

4505 S. Claiborne Ave

New Orleans, LA 70125

Email: jessica@all4energy.org

Fax: (504)313-3478; Phone: (504)208-9761

Logan Atkinson Burke

Alliance for Affordable Energy

4505 S. Claiborne Avenue

New Orleans, LA 70125

Email: Logan@all4energy.org

Fax: (504)313-3478; Phone: (504)208-9761

Sophie Zaken

Alliance for Affordable Energy

4505 S. Claiborne Avenue

New Orleans, LA 70125

Email: regu1atory@al14energy.org

Fax: (504)313-3478; Phone: (504)208-9761

Union of Concerned Scientists

Paul Arbaje

Union of Concerned Scientists

2 Brattle Square

Cambridge, MA 02138

Email: parbaje@ucsusa.org

Fax: ; Phone: (617)716-6314
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Intervenor : 1803 Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Kyle C. Marionneaux

Marionneaux Kantrow, LLC

10202 Jefferson Highway, Bldg. C

Baton Rouge ,
LA 70809-3183

Email: kyle@mklaw1a.com

Fax: (225)757-1709; Phone: (225)769-7473

John N. Grinton

Marionneaux Kantrow, LLC

10202 Jefferson Highway, Bldg. C

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: john@mklaw1a.com

Fax: (225)757-1709; Phone: (225)769-7473

Brian W. Hobbs

1803 Electric Cooperative, Inc.

4601 Bluebonnet Blvd.

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: brian.hobbs@1803electric.coop

Fax: ; Phone: (405)831-5615

Ron Repsher

1803 Electric Cooperative, Inc.

4601 Bluebonnet Blvd.

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: ron.repsher@1803electric.coop

Fax: ; Phone: (405)831-5615
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Intervenor : Occidental Chemical Corporation and

Northeast Louisiana Power Cooperative,
Inc.

Luke F. Piontek

Roedel, Parsons, Blache, Fontana, Piontek & Pisano

8440 Jefferson Highway, Ste. 301

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: 1piontek@roede1parsons.com

Fax: (225)928-4925; Phone: (225)929-7033

Daniel T. Price

Roedel, Parsons, Blache, Fontana, Piontek & Pisano

8440 Jefferson Highway, Suite 301

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: dprice@roede1parsons.com

Fax: (225)928-4925; Phone: (225)929-7033

J. Arthur Smith IV

Roedel, Parsons, Blache, Fontana, Piontek & Pisano

8440 Jefferson Highway, Suite 301

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: asmith@roede1parsons.com

Fax: ; Phone: (225)929-7033
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Intervenor : Sierra Club

Joshua Smith

Sierra Club Environmental Law Program

2101 Webster Street, Suite 1300

Oakland, CA 94612-3011

Email: joshua.smith@sierraclub.org

Fax: (510)208-3140; Phone: (415)977-5560

Tony Mendoza

Sierra Club Environmental Law Program

2101 Weber Street, Suite 1300

Oakland, CA 94612

Email: tony.mendoza@sierraclub.org

Fax: ; Phone: (415)977-5589

Ashley Soliman

Sierra Club Environmental Law Program

2101 Webster Street, Suite 1300

Oakland, CA 94612-3011

Email: ashley.soliman@sierraclub.org

Fax: ; Phone: (415)977-5660
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Intervenor :

Intervenor :

Housing Louisiana

Andreanecia Morris

HousingLOUISIANA

3636 South Sherwood Forest Boulevard, Suite 110

Baton Rouge, LA 70816

Email: Amorris@housinglouisiana.org

Jennifer Baker

HousingLOUISIANA

3636 South Sherwood Forest Boulevard, Suite 110

Baton Rouge, LA 70816

Email: jbaker@housinglouisiana.org

Walmart Inc.

Carrie H. Grundmann

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC

110 Oakwood Drive, Suite 500

Winston-Salem, NC 27103

Email: cgrundmann@spi1man1aw.com

Fax: (336)725-4476; Phone: (540)353-2744

Hikmat Al-Chami

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC

110 Oakwood Drive, Suite 500

Winston-Salem, NC 27103

Email: HA1-Chami@spi1man1aw.com

Fax: (336)725-4476; Phone: (540)353-2744

Derrick P. Williamson

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC

1100 Bent Creek Blvd, Suite 101

Mechanicsburg, PA 17050

Email: dwilliamson@spilman1aw.com

Service List for Docket No. U-37425

Page 11 of18



Steve W. Chriss

Walmart Inc.

2608 SE J Street, Mail Stop: 5530

Bentonville, AR 72716

Email: stephen.chriss@walmart.c0m

Fax: ; Phone: (479)204-1594

Eric Austin

Walmart, Inc.

2608 SE J Street, Mail Stop: 5530

Bentonville, AR 72716

Email: eric.austin@walmart.com

Fax: ;Phone: (575)616-1635
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Intervenor : Alliance for Affordable Energy and Union

of Concerned Scientists

Susan Stevens Miller

Earthjustice

1001 G Street NW, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20001

Email: smiller@earthjustice.org

Fax: (202)667-2356; Phone: (202)797-5246

Michael C. Soules

Earthjustice

1001 G Street NW

Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20001

Email: msoules@earthjustice.org

Fax: ; Phone: (202)797-5237

Alaina DiLaura

Alliance for Affordable Energy

4505 S. Claiborne Ave.

New Orleans, LA 70125

Email: alaina@a1l4energy.org

Fax: ; Phone: (504)208-9761

Maribel Ortega Montiel

Earthjustice

707 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 4300

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Email: mortega@earthjustice.org

Fax: ; Phone: (213)766-1077

Service List for Docket No. U-37425
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Interested Party : Southwest Louisiana Electric Membership
Corporation
Theodore G. Edwards IV

Davidson, Meaux, Sonnier, McE11igott, Fontenot,
Gideon & Edwards

810 S. Buchanan Street

Lafayette, LA 70501

Email: gedwards@davidsonmeaux.com

Fax: (337)237-3676; Phone: (337)237-1660

Christopher J. Piasecki

Davidson, Meaux, Sonnier, McElligott, Fontenot,
Gideon & Edwards

810 South Buchanan Street

P. O. Box 2908

Lafayette, LA 70502-2908

Email: cpiasecki@davidsonmeaux.com

Fax: (337)237-3676; Phone: (337)237-1660

Hoa Nguyen (Paralegal)

Davidson, Meaux, Sonnier, McElligott, Fontenot,

Gideon & Edwards

810 South Buchannan

P. O. Box 2908

Lafayette, LA 70502

Email: hnguyen@davidsonmeaux.com

Fax: ; Phone: (337)237-1660
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Interested Party : Cleco Power LLC

Mark D. Kleehammer

Cleco Power, LLC.

2030 Donahue Ferry Road

Pineville, LA 71360

Email: mark.kleehammer@cleco.com

Fax: (318)484-7685; Phone: (318)484-7716

Nathan G. Huntwork

Phelps Dunbar LLP

365 Canal Street, Ste. 2000

New Orleans, LA 70130-6534

Email: nathan.huntwork@phelps.com

Fax: (504)568-9130; Phone: (504)566-1311

Daniel T. Pancamo

Phelps Dunbar, LLP

365 Canal Street, Suite 2000

New Orleans, LA 70130-6534

Email: dan.pancamo@phelps.com

Fax: (504)568-9130; Phone: (504)566-1311

Collin Buisson

Phelps Dunbar, LLP

365 Canal Street, Suite 2000

New Orleans, LA 70130-6534

Email: Collin.Buisson@phelps.com

Fax: (504)568-9130; Phone: (504)566-1311
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Interested Party :

Interested Party :

Pointe Coupee Electric Membership
Corporation
Jennifer J. Vosburg

Jennifer J. Vosburg, LLC

P. O. Box 956

New Roads, LA 70760

Email: jjv@jenniferjVosburg.com

Fax: (225)618-4370; Phone: (225)240-2282

Retail Energy Supply Association

Karen 0. Moury Esq.

Eckert, Seamans, Cherin, & Mellott, LLC.

213 Market Street

8th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Email: kmoury@eckertseamans.com

Fax: (717)237-6019; Phone: (717)237-6000

Deanne M. O'De1l, Esquire

Eckert, Seamans, Cherin, & Mellott, LLC.

213 Market Street., 8th Floor P.O. Box 1248

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Email: d0de11@eckertseamans.com

Fax: (717)237-6019; Phone: (717)237-6000
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Interested Party : Southwestern Electric Power Company

Bobby S. Gilliam

Wilkinson Carmody & Gilliam

400 Travis Street, Suite 1700

Shreveport, LA 71101

Email:

Fax: (318)221-3705; Phone: (318)221-4196

Jonathan P. McCartney

Wilkinson Carmody & Gilliam

400 Travis Street, Suite 1700,

Shreveport, LA 71101

Email:

Fax: (318)221-3705; Phone: (318)221-4196
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Interested Party :

Interested Party :

Association of Louisiana Electric

Cooperatives, Inc. (ALEC)

Kara B. Kantrow

Marionneaux Kantrow, LLC

10202 Jefferson Highway, Building C

Baton Rouge, LA 70809-3183

Email: kara@mklaw1a.com

Fax: (225)757-1709; Phone: (225)769-7473

Kyle C. Marionneaux

Marionneaux Kantrow, LLC

10202 Jefferson Highway, Bldg. C

Baton Rouge ,
LA 70809-3183

Email: kyle@mklaw1a.com

Fax: (225)757-1709; Phone: (225)769-7473

John N. Grinton

Marionneaux Kantrow, LLC

10202 Jefferson Highway, Bldg. C

Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Email: john@mklawla.com

Fax: (225)757-1709; Phone: (225)769-7473

EP2 Consulting, LLC.

Karen Haymon

EP2 Consulting, LLC.

P O Box 13604

Alexandria, LA 71315-3604

Email: karen@ep2consu1ting.com

Fax: ; Phone: (318)290-7606
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