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Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. My name is Richard D. O’Toole.  My business address is 1919 Swift Drive, Oak Brook, 2 

Illinois 60523. 3 

Q. Have you previously testified in this proceeding? 4 

A. Yes. My direct testimony is identified as ComEd Ex. 3.0.   5 

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

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to respond to certain issues raised in the direct 7 

testimony of Illinois Attorney General and AARP (“AG/AARP”) witness Barbara R. 8 

Alexander.  In particular, I respond to Ms. Alexander’s recommendation to reduce the 9 

size of the Advanced Metering Infrastructure (“AMI”) implementation.  Further, I 10 

address Ms. Alexander’s recommendation that Commonwealth Edison Company 11 

(“ComEd”) demonstrate the minimum size of the AMI needed to test, in a statistically 12 

valid manner, the implementation of particular AMI technologies and their integration 13 

into ComEd’s existing systems at the least cost to ratepayers.   14 

Q. How do you respond to Ms. Alexander’s concern that ComEd has not justified deploying 15 

140,000 meters as part of the AMI Pilot? 16 

A. As presented and discussed in the AMI workshops, ComEd initially recommended 17 

automating all the meters in one entire operating center, which is approximately 200,000 18 

meters.  ComEd proposed deploying approximately 200,000 meters in order to support 19 

the operational business case.  However, after expressing concern over the size of the 20 

AMI Pilot, Workshop participants challenged ComEd to revisit this requirement to see if 21 

fewer meters could be deployed to support the business case.  As a result, ComEd 22 

evaluated each cost and benefit line item of the business case to determine how many 23 
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meters (within a range) would be needed to produce sufficient data over the 9-month 24 

operational period (April 2010 through Dec 2010) to support its projection over ComEd’s 25 

entire meter population.   ComEd Exhibit 12.01 contains the results of our evaluation.  26 

This exhibit is from a slide presentation made at the AMI workshops. 27 

Q. Has ComEd justified the deployment of 140,000 meters in the AMI Pilot? 28 

A. Yes.  ComEd Exhibit 12.01 demonstrates that the deployment of 100,500 meters in the I-29 

290 Corridor of the Maywood Operating Center is appropriate.  Deploying fewer meters 30 

would be insufficient for the pilot to adequately evaluate the business case.  Please see 31 

the rebuttal testimony of ComEd witness Mr. Val Jensen with regard to the deployment 32 

of 10,000 meters in the City of Elgin.  Also see the direct testimonies of ComEd 33 

witnesses Mr. Ross Hemphill and Mr. Michael Meehan for the deployment of 30,500 34 

meters in the City of Chicago and Village of Tinley Park.  35 

Q. Does this complete your rebuttal testimony? 36 

A. Yes. 37 




