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 Q. Please state your name and business address.  1 

 A. My name is Mark Maple and my business address is Illinois Commerce 2 

Commission, 527 East Capitol Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62701. 3 

 Q. Are you the same Mark Maple who previously filed direct testimony in this 4 

docket? 5 

 A. Yes. 6 

 Q. What did you recommend in your direct testimony? 7 

 A. I recommended that the Commission deny the Petitioner’s request for a 8 

certificate to construct and operate the proposed pipeline, as well as the 9 

Petitioner’s request for authorization to exercise eminent domain. 10 

 Q. What was the basis for your recommendation? 11 

 A. Before the Commission issues a certificate to build a pipeline and 12 

exercise eminent domain, it requires the petitioner to demonstrate that it 13 

has negotiated in good faith with the landowners along the proposed 14 

route.  At the time I wrote my direct testimony, Keystone had not yet 15 

begun negotiating with any of the landowners, and thus could not 16 
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demonstrate that it had negotiated in good faith. 17 

 Q. What is your current recommendation? 18 

 A. I recommend that the Commission approve the Company’s request for a 19 

Certificate in Good Standing and for the authority to exercise eminent 20 

domain. 21 

 Q. What information did Keystone provide in its additional testimony that has 22 

changed your recommendations? 23 

 A. In his additional testimony filed on January 8, 2007 (the corrected version 24 

was filed on February 20, 2007) and his additional testimony filed on Feb 25 

15, 2007, Keystone witness Mr. Koski explained the actions that the 26 

Company has taken recently regarding landowner contacts, and why 27 

these contacts constitute good faith on the part of Keystone.  As a result, 28 

Staff now believes that the Company has demonstrated that it has 29 

conducted good faith negotiations and thus recommends that 30 

Commission approve Keystone’s request for a Certificate in Good 31 

Standing and for the authority to exercise eminent domain. 32 

 Q. Could you explain what steps Keystone has recently taken to exhibit good 33 

faith negotiations with landowners? 34 
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 A. Yes.  Keystone has distributed informational packets to all of the 35 

landowners affected by the proposed pipeline.  Additionally, it has 36 

contacted the landowners of 219 of the 236 total tracts affected, with the 37 

purpose of initiating easement negotiations.  Keystone has contacted a 38 

good number of these landowners multiple times during the process.  39 

Additionally, the agents have begun negotiating with landowners, and 40 

have made 168 offers, 35 of which have been finalized.  (Keystone Ex. 41 

9.0, pp. 5-6).     42 

 Q. Mr. Koski states on page 10 of his Additional Testimony (Ex. 8.0 43 

Corrected), that in the month of January, Keystone expected to conduct 44 

face-to-face meetings with approximately 100 more landowners.  Was 45 

Keystone actually able to accomplish this? 46 

 A. Yes.  According to Keystone’s update to Staff data request ENG 1.45, 47 

dated February 1, 2007, Keystone made significant progress during the 48 

month of January.  Mr. Koski’s Additional Testimony, which was filed on 49 

February 15, 2007, showed that Keystone had made even more progress 50 

during the month of February.  This progress demonstrates Keystone’s 51 

willingness to negotiate in good faith. 52 

 Q. Has Keystone now demonstrated that it is negotiating in good faith such 53 



Docket No. 06-0458 
        ICC Staff Exhibit 2.0 

 
 
 

 

 
4 

 
 
  

that the concerns you expressed in your direct testimony are alleviated? 54 

 A. Yes.  I currently believe the Petitioner is negotiating in good faith with 55 

landowners.  Of course, it is possible I could be made aware of evidence 56 

that demonstrates otherwise.  The negotiation process is still ongoing, and 57 

many landowners have not yet accepted monetary offers or negotiated 58 

legal rights.  There could also be interveners filing testimony on the same 59 

day this is filed, which allege poor negotiation tactics on the part of 60 

Keystone.  Therefore, I reserve the right to change my opinions and 61 

recommendations based on any new evidence that may be presented in 62 

this docket. 63 

 Q. Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 64 

 A. Yes, it does. 65 


