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Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. My name is Mark A. Martin. My business address is 3275 Highland Point Drive, 2 

Owensboro, KY 42303-2114. 3 

Q. Have you prepared other prefiled testimony in this proceeding? 4 

A. Yes.  In this proceeding the joint applicants filed my direct testimony with the 5 

application as Joint Applicant Exhibit 4.0, and my rebuttal testimony as Joint 6 

Applicant Exhibit 8.0. 7 

Q. Could you please summarize the purpose of your testimony? 8 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to address (1) Staff witness Brett Seagle’s 9 

recommendation that the Commission pursuant to Section 7-203 must have a 10 

complete list of all Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity issued to 11 

Atmos, and (2) Staff Witness Pearce’s recommendation that Atmos remain liable 12 

for outstanding over-recovered PGA charges. 13 

Q. Are you sponsoring any Exhibits to your testimony? 14 

A. Yes, I am sponsoring the following Exhibit: 15 

Exhibit 10.1 – Second supplemental response to ENG 1.20 and 2.01 16 

Q. Have the joint applicants addressed Staff Witness Seagle’s request that a 17 

complete certificate list be provided? 18 

A. Yes. As I previously testified, we previously identified all of the certificates issued 19 

to Atmos (those granted in Docket No. 96-0437) and a partial list of certificates 20 

that had been issued to United Cities. Working with Commission Staff and the 21 

Office of the Chief Clerk, we were able to identify all of the certificates that were 22 

issued to United Cities and its predecessors. We have listed those certificates in 23 
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our updated response to Staff Data Requests ENG-1.20 and ENG-2.01, attached 24 

to my testimony as Exhibit 10.1. I believe this listing should be adequate to 25 

satisfy Staff’s concerns regarding the listing of certificates. 26 

Q. Please summarize Staff Witness Pearce’s recommendation that Atmos 27 

remain liable for any outstanding over-recovered PGA charges? 28 

A. Staff Witness Pearce recommends that: 29 

Atmos Energy Corporation shall remain liable for all outstanding over-30 
recovered purchased gas adjustment charges related to open dockets for 31 
reconciliation periods ending prior to closing of the proposed transaction.  32 
 33 

Q. Do the joint applicants agree with this recommendation? 34 

A. No. Pursuant to the Asset Purchase Agreement, Liberty Energy Midstates will 35 

have regulatory liability for any outstanding over-recovered purchased gas 36 

adjustment charges. Likewise, Liberty Energy Midstates would collect any under-37 

recovered purchased gas adjustment charges should the Commission determine 38 

that there were under-recoveries in open dockets for reconciliation periods 39 

ending prior to the closing of the proposed transaction. 40 

Q. Will Illinois ratepayers still be refunded for all outstanding over-recovered 41 

PGA charges? 42 

A. Yes. Let me be clear that Illinois ratepayers will be refunded all over-recovered 43 

PGA charges, just by Liberty Energy Midstates instead of Atmos. Discussions 44 

with Staff have indicated that Staff is not concerned whether it is Liberty Energy 45 

Midstates or Atmos that is liable, as long as Illinois ratepayers are refunded any 46 

over-recovered PGA charges.  47 

Q. Would Atmos agree to an alternative condition regarding refunds to 48 

recovered PGA charges? 49 
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A. Yes. I recommend that the Commission adopt a condition that, as a regulatory 50 

matter, Liberty Energy Midstates be liable for all outstanding over-recovered 51 

purchased gas adjustment charges, and be entitled to all outstanding under-52 

recovered purchase gas adjustment charges, related to open dockets for 53 

reconciliation periods ending prior to the closing of the proposed transaction.  54 

Q. Would this condition affect the parties’ obligations to each other under the 55 

Purchase Agreement? 56 

A. No. This condition is intended to reflect the regulatory responsibilities of the 57 

parties only as they relate to the Commission and to Illinois customers. The joint 58 

applicant’s financial and other commercial obligations to each other under the 59 

Purchase Agreement would remain as agreed to by them. 60 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 61 

A. Yes. 62 


