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Q. What is your name, title, and business address? 1 

A. My name is Thomas R. Piazza.  I am a Certified Consulting Meteorologist and the 2 

President and CEO, of Murray and Trettel, Inc.  My business address is 600 N. 1st Bank 3 

Dr., Palatine, Illinois 60067.     4 

Q. Are you the same Thomas R. Piazza who submitted testimony in this proceeding? 5 

A. Yes. 6 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 7 

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to respond to the direct testimony of Staff 8 

witness Greg Rockrohr, Staff Exhibit (“Ex.”) 1.0.  In particular, I address Mr. Rockrohr’s 9 

request that ComEd link specific interruptions to severe weather in its service territory.   10 

Q. Mr. Rockrohr testifies that “ComEd provided excellent weather information within 11 

ComEd Ex. 4.02 to 4.07, but I was unable to link the weather information to outages 12 

that ComEd identified in the appendices in its petition.  I recommend that in 13 

rebuttal, ComEd identify which interruptions or groups of interruptions occurred 14 

when weather conditions exceeded its design standards.”  Staff Ex. 1.0, 29:623-628.  15 

How do you respond? 16 

A. In the reports that are attached to my rebuttal testimony, I have provided a direct link 17 

between the severe weather conditions experienced across ComEd’s service territory and 18 

the individual interruptions that occurred by preparing graphics and tables on a more 19 

granular scale to directly link wind speeds with specific outages.  Please see the panel 20 

rebuttal testimony of Messrs. Gannon and Mehrtens for a discussion of how the weather 21 

conditions identified in my reports exceeded design standards. 22 
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Q. Can you further describe the reports that are attached to your testimony? 23 

A. Yes.  I have three attachments to my testimony, which include my reports for the June 21, 24 

2011, July 11, 2011, and July 27, 2011, ComEd Exs. 9.01 to 9.03, respectively.  I focused 25 

my review on these storms based upon Mr. Rockrohr’s request for information.  Staff Ex. 26 

1.0, 24:505-507, 26:563-565, 29:614-617.  Each report provides detailed maps of 27 

ComEd’s service territory upon which I have plotted both certain interruptions 28 

experienced as a result of the storms and the approximate time and location of wind 29 

gusts. 30 

Q. Which interruptions did you consider in these reports? 31 

A. Mr. Rockrohr granted a waiver for each storm for interruptions related to lightning and 32 

uprooted trees.  Thus, I isolated the interruptions for each storm that were in the 33 

interruption cause category identified as tree-related, tree contact primary, tree contact 34 

service drop, limb broken primary, limb broken service drop, wind/tornado, and flooding.  35 

For a listing of these interruptions and a description of these interruption cause 36 

categories, see the rebuttal testimony of Ms. Cheryl Maletich.  37 

Q. What, in sum, do your reports regarding these storm systems conclude? 38 

A. For the tree-related outages, the reports conclude that the majority of the interruptions 39 

considered for each of the three severe weather events in this rebuttal testimony can be 40 

directly linked to maximum wind speed gusts that affected the ComEd service territory 41 

during the associated severe weather event with a reasonable degree of meteorological 42 

certainty.  In addition, the time of these maximum wind speed gusts can be pinpointed 43 

within a reasonable degree of certainty and therefore be linked directly to the individual 44 

interruptions. 45 
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Q. Do you adopt these reports as part of this testimony?  46 

A. Yes, I do. 47 

Q. Does this complete your rebuttal testimony? 48 

A. Yes, it does.   49 


