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Q. Please state your names and business addresses. 1 

A. My name is Stephen L. Cress.  My address is Kinectrics North America Inc. 2 

(“Kinectrics”), 800 Kipling Avenue, Toronto, Ontario, Canada M8Z 6C4. 3 

My name is Settiana G. Krishnasamy.  My address is Samtech, Inc. (“Samtech”), 355 4 

Fiona Terrace, Mississauga, Ontario, Canada L5A 3E5. 5 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 6 

A. The purpose of our testimony is to present a study of the impact on distribution assets of 7 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) of the storm system that moved across 8 

ComEd’s service territory on August 23, 2007 (August 23 Storm System”).  The study’s 9 

main purpose was to assess whether the failures of cross arms, during the August 23 10 

Storm System were due to natural forces that were beyond the standard and accepted 11 

design criteria of such assets.  The study report is attached hereto as ComEd Exhibit 3.01 12 

Q. Mr. Cress, what is Kinectrics? 13 

A. Kinectrics is an international engineering and consulting company for the energy 14 

industry.  Our focus includes specialized engineering and asset management services, 15 

scientific evaluations, and advanced testing.  Most relevant to this engagement is our 16 

group of professionals devoted to material conditions assessment of power system assets.  17 

Our group has decades of experience in asset management, failure analysis, inspection 18 

and condition assessment, and analysis of maintenance programs and equipment life. 19 

Q. Dr. Krishnasamy, what is Samtech? 20 

A. Samtech is a corporation that I started to perform consulting services.  Samtech was 21 

established to provide services in wood pole management, overhead transmission & 22 
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distribution mechanical problems, wind & ice loads on structures, design of transmission 23 

& distribution structures and hardware testing. I am an expert in structural wood 24 

components and the performance of wood poles and cross arms used in electric utility 25 

distribution systems   26 

Q. Did you prepare the study report that is attached to testimony as ComEd Exhibit 3.01? 27 

A. Yes.  The study report was prepared jointly by us or under our direction and control.     28 

Q. Are summaries of your education and experience presented to the Commission? 29 

A. Yes.  Summaries of our professional qualifications are appended to the report itself. 30 

Q. Was your study conducted in accordance with good engineering practices? 31 

A. Yes.  Our study was conducted in accordance with appropriate and accepted engineering 32 

practices.  In addition, the design and performance standards we employed to evaluate 33 

ComEd’s system are standards that are generally accepted in the industry and, in relevant 34 

part, expressly adopted by the Illinois Commerce Commission. 35 

Q. What, in sum, were the conclusions of your study? 36 

A. There are four:  37 

 Strong wind was the major factor in the failure of poles and cross arms.  Cross arm 38 

damage from falling trees and tree limbs is also highly probable in many cases.  39 

ComEd could not have prevented this damage without designing a system that 40 

exceeded realistic and accepted design standards. 41 

 ComEd’s cross arms are not inappropriately aged.  The design life of poles and cross 42 

arms exceeds 50 years.   Moreover, the cross arms that failed during the August 23 43 

Storm system did not tend to be the most aged and were not aged beyond their 44 

reasonable life expectancy.  There is no basis to conclude that ComEd systematically 45 
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uses cross arms that do not meet design standards or that are too “aged” to perform 46 

appropriately. 47 

 The sample field inspection of ComEd’s cross arms showed that none needed 48 

replacement.   49 

 The strength and scope of the August 23 Storm System was the cause of the 50 

interruptions occurring on ComEd system.  There is no indication that the failures 51 

resulted from ComEd failing to properly maintain, inspect, or replace its assets as 52 

required.   ComEd could not have prevented that damage by earlier replacement of 53 

cross arms. 54 

Q. Does this complete your rebuttal panel testimony? 55 

A. Yes.   56 


