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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.1 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.1 At p. 20 line 432 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states“[M]ost of 

the largest energy users have dedicated energy managers or utility 
supervisors who are continuously seeking ways to lower their energy 
costs through conservation, load management, and competitive supply 
purchases.”  Please provide any energy efficiency plans or programs 
for the named REACT companies on a company-by-company basis, 
identifying the person responsible for the plan or program. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  REACT also objects to the 
extent that any quotation is incomplete or is presented out of context.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
The meaning of the phrase "energy efficiency plans or programs for the named REACT 
companies on a company-by-company basis" is unclear and does not accurately relate back to 
the quoted testimony.  The quoted statement is based on Mr. Fults' decades of experience 
working with large commercial, industrial, and governmental energy users, in ComEd's service 
territory and in other jurisdictions, including his regular interactions with multiple 
representatives of customers in the ELLC and HV Over 10 MW classes in ComEd's service 
territory since the inception of the ComEd energy efficiency program.  Mr. Fults has not 
compiled the requested documents.  Please also see REACT's Response to ComEd REACT 2.13. 
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 6 

 RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.2 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.2 At p. 20 line 437 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “As part of 

their job, those dedicated professionals already have implemented 
many of the ‘low hanging fruit’ options which are easy cost-effective 
efficiency measures such as lighting and variable speed motors.”  
Please provide descriptions of all actions REACT companies have 
taken to implement low hanging fruit measures such as lighting and 
variable speed motors on a company-by-company basis. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  REACT also objects to the 
extent that any quotation is incomplete or is presented out of context.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
The quoted statement is based on Mr. Fults' decades of experience working with large 
commercial, industrial, and governmental energy users, in ComEd's service territory and in other 
jurisdictions, including his regular interactions with multiple representatives of customers in the 
ELLC and HV Over 10 MW classes in ComEd's service territory since the inception of the 
ComEd energy efficiency program.  Mr. Fults has not compiled the requested documents.  The 
quoted statement is non-controversial, and is supported, for example, by ComEd's own Energy 
Efficiency 2014-2016 Energy Efficiency and Demand Response Plan.  See ComEd Ex. 1.0 at 4, 
which states: 
 

This Plan [Plan 2] built upon the foundation established in Plan 1, confronted a 
dwindling supply of “low hanging fruit,” … 
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 7 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.3 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.3 Please provide a list of all other energy efficiency improvement or 

demand reduction projects not included in response to the previous 
question that REACT members have funded for their facilities. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks confidential, 
competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead to the 
discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent it 
seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing 
objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
Mr. Fults has not compiled the requested list.   
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 8 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.4 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.4 At p. 20 line 446 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “Anything 

the Commission and ComEd can do to increase the ease of directing 
capital funds toward energy efficiency projects for large customers 
will help achieve the overarching goal of advancing energy efficiency 
growth in Illinois.”  If the Commission does not approve REACT’s 
pilot, what “things” could ComEd do to help REACT companies 
direct more capital funds towards energy efficiency projects? 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  REACT also objects to the extent that any quotation is incomplete or is 
presented out of context.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General 
Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
REACT recommends that ComEd be required to implement an Electric Self-Direct Pilot 
Program for its largest customers.  Mr. Fults has not identified specific additional measures 
beyond the Electric Self-Direct Pilot Program.  Please refer to REACT Exs. 1.0-4.0 generally.  
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 9 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.5 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.5 At p. 21 line 451 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “Simply 

trying to figure out the rules under which the Energy Efficiency 
Program funds might be accessed has been a struggle.”  Please specify 
which rules Mr. Fults find confusing. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  REACT also objects to the extent that any quotation is incomplete or is 
presented out of context.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General 
Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
The Data Request misrepresents Mr. Fults' testimony.  The quotation omits the introductory 
sentence which makes clear that Mr. Fults is referring to the experience of "large users" who 
"have been frustrated by the needless bureaucracy and lack of clarity associated with ComEd's 
electric Energy Efficiency Program."  (See REACT Ex. 10. At 21:450- 51)  The quoted 
statement does not refer to Mr. Fults' personal experience, but the Data Request does; thus, the 
Data Request does not accurately relate to the quoted statement.  Further answering, by way of 
example of frustration experienced by large customers, please refer to REACT Ex. 2.0, the 
Direct Testimony of REACT witness Mr. Flowers, at 7:158-13:286.  
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.6 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.6 In regards to the previous question please specify which REACT 

member has found which rule confusing and specifically what efforts 
have been made to obtain clarification from ComEd Key Account 
Managers or trade allies? 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  REACT also objects to the extent that any quotation is incomplete or is 
presented out of context.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General 
Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
The Data Request is unclear.  The reference to "In regards to the previous question" is 
presumably to Data Request ELPC REACT 1.5, which asks a question about Mr. Fults' personal 
understanding of ComEd rules.  However, this Data Request then appears to ask about the 
experience of REACT members. 
 
Further answering, the focus of Mr. Fults' testimony is the accessibility of ComEd's energy 
efficiency program to customers in the Extra Large Load Class (referred to in Mr. Fults' 
testimony as the "ELLC" class) and the High Voltage over 10 MW subclass (referred to in Mr. 
Fults' testimony as the "HV Over 10 MW" class).  The relevant customer members of REACT 
are listed on page 1, footnote 1 of Mr. Fults' Direct Testimony. 
 
Further, the quoted statement in ELPC REACT 1.5 is based upon Mr. Fults' regular interactions 
with multiple representatives of customers in the ELLC and HV Over 10 MW classes in 
ComEd's service territory since the inception of the ComEd energy efficiency program.  Mr. 
Fults does not have records of the particular dates or parties to such discussions.  Please also see 
REACT witness Mr. Flowers' testimony (REACT Exs. 2.0 and 4.0). 
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.7 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.7 At p. 21 line 460 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “All it 

takes is a single bad experience for management of an organization to 
decide that it is not worth even making the initial expenditure to 
attempt to participate in a program.”  Please list and describe each bad 
experience REACT members have had with ComEd’s program, 
including the names of the parties involved, the date of the experience 
and a description of the experience. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  REACT also objects to the extent that any quotation is incomplete or is 
presented out of context.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General 
Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
The quoted statement is based upon Mr. Fults' regular interactions with multiple representatives 
of customers in the ELLC and HV Over 10 MW classes in ComEd's service territory since the 
inception of the ComEd energy efficiency program.  Mr. Fults has not compiled a complete list 
of bad customer experiences with the ComEd energy efficiency program and does not have 
records of the particular dates or parties to such discussions, but has no recollection of any 
customer relating that the experience with ComEd's program was positive.  Please also see Mr. 
Flowers' testimony -- REACT Exs. 2.0 and 4.0. 
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.8 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.8 For each REACT member, please provide a comparison to similar 

operations (e.g., having similar SIC codes, square feet of operations, 
etc.) of its energy and demand intensity. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks confidential, 
competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead to the 
discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent it 
seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing 
objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
Mr. Fults has not compiled the requested information. 
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.9 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.9 For each REACT member, please provide the energy efficiency and 

demand reduction goals, targets or guidelines REACT members are 
striving to meet.  Please provide this information by facility and by 
overall corporate goals. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks confidential, 
competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead to the 
discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent it 
seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing 
objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
Mr. Fults has not compiled the requested information. 
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.10 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.10 What simple payback criteria or internal rate of return criteria do 

REACT members require or use as a rule of thumb in order to fund 
energy efficiency or demand reduction projects? 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks confidential, 
competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead to the 
discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent it 
seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing 
objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
Please see REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.9.  Further answering, in Mr. Fults' 
experience, there is no single simple payback criteria or internal rate of return criteria "rule of 
thumb" that would be used -- it would be customer and project specific and would vary 
depending on the specific facility needs, operations, and configurations, as well as the funding 
source(s). 
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.11 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.11 Please estimate the energy efficiency and demand reduction progress 

each REACT member has made over the past 10 years in terms of 
total btu’s and/or energy use, demand and intensity per unit of output 
or services provided, or similar measurement unit corresponding to the 
REACT member’s operation. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
Please see REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.9. 
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 16 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.12 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.12 At p. 23 line 506 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “Many  of 

these investments are not being made due to lack of sufficient funds.”  
Please identify every project for every REACT member that is not 
being made because of insufficient funds. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  REACT also objects to the 
extent that any quotation is incomplete or is presented out of context.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
Please see REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.9 and 1.10.  Please also see Mr. Flowers' 
testimony (REACT Exs. 2.0 and 4.0). 
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 18 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.14 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.14 Does REACT believe that a self-direct approach to energy efficiency 

and demand response resources needs to be consistent with Section 8-
103? 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, 
REACT states as follows: 
 
This Data Request appears to improperly request REACT to provide a legal conclusion.  REACT 
further responds that it does not appear that any of the requirements of Section 8-103 of the 
Public Utilities Act legally prevents the formulation, approval, and implementation of an Electric 
Self-Direct Pilot Program consistent with the proposal that REACT has made.  
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RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.15 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.15 Does REACT believe that a self-direct approach would result in more 

energy efficiency and demand management resources? If so, please 
explain why. 

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  REACT also objects to the extent that any quotation is incomplete or is 
presented out of context.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General 
Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
REACT believes that its proposed Electric Self-Direct Pilot Program  would result in 
implementation of more energy efficiency projects than currently are being implemented by 
ComEd's largest customers.  REACT does not address whether "a self-direct approach" generally 
would affect the level of energy efficiency by other customers.  REACT has taken no position of 
"demand management resources" in this docket.  
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 20 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.16 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.16 How does REACT propose that energy and peak demand savings from 

self-direct projects be measured, evaluated and verified?   
 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT also objects to this request to the extent that it seeks information 
that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in this docket.  
REACT also objects to this request to the extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-
client privilege.  Without waiving the foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, 
REACT states as follows: 
 
Please see REACT Ex. 3.02, which is the revised Proposed Framework for an Electric Self-
Direct Energy Efficiency Pilot Program, and the Rebuttal Testimony of Mr. Fults (REACT Ex. 
3.0 at 7:133-42 and at 20:414-21), which notes that: (1) the lack of detail in ComEd's Large C&I 
Pilot Program proposal prevented REACT from incorporating such details into its Self-Direct 
Pilot Program proposal or proposing alternative implementation details; and (2) REACT has 
proposed that additional implementation details, such as certain of those identified in this Data 
Request, could be addressed through a collaborative process involving ComEd, ICC Staff, and 
interested parties. 
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 21 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.17 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.17 At p. 25 line 531 of Mr. Fults’s direct testimony, he states, “REACT 

members have been assessed approximately $8.8 million in Rider 
EDA charges for the period June 2008 to May 31, 2013.  However, the 
direct benefits they have received have been minimal, in some cases 
zero.”  For each REACT member please provide a statement 
describing the following: 

a) Whether the member has participated in ComEd’s programs, 
tariffs or rate offerings. 

b) The direct benefits and cost reductions that have been realized 
by the member as a result of ComEd’s energy efficiency 
services, demand response options, Key Account Manager 
services, tariffs, rate offerings or other services provided by or 
on behalf of ComEd. 

c) When the member received the benefits identified in b) above. 
d) If the member has not availed itself of opportunities to 

participate in ComEd programs, why not? 
e) A description of the member’s discussions with ComEd about 

its programs. 
f) Please provide any documents (e-mails, notes, etc.) related to 

the discussions in e) above. 
g) Please identify all the REACT company employees involved in 

the discussions with ComEd regarding energy efficiency 
including the employee name, title, and job description. 

 
 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  REACT also objects to the 
extent that any quotation is incomplete or is presented out of context.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
(a-g) Please see REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.9.  To the extent that the quoted 
statements are based upon or supported by any "discussions," they are based on Mr. Fults' 
regular interactions with multiple representatives of customers in the ELLC and HV Over 10 
MW classes in ComEd's service territory since the inception of the ComEd energy efficiency 
program.  Mr. Fults does not have records of the particular dates or parties to such discussions.  
Please also see Mr. Flowers' testimony (REACT Exs. 2.0 and 4.0). 
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 22 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.18 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.18 Has ComEd made financial incentive offers to REACT members that 

were declined by REACT members, e.g., custom rebates in $100,000 
or more range to partially fund the incremental measures costs of 
energy efficiency projects offered by ComEd in conjunction with Sec 
8-103 criteria in its energy efficiency and demand response programs? 
If so, please explain which REACT members rejected the financial 
incentives offered, the value of the lost opportunity from failure to 
complete those projects, and the reasons that REACT members did not 
take advantage of the financial incentives offered by ComEd.   

 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows. 
 
Please refer to REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.9.  Please also see Mr. Flowers' testimony 
(REACT Exs. 2.0 and 4.0). 
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 24 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.20 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.20 Please state each REACT company that Mr. Fults has spoken to, and 

provide the name of the person he has contacted and that person’s job 
description (if not provided above).   

a) Please provide a summary of each conversation. 
b) Please provide all notes and e-mails related to these 

discussions. 
 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
Mr. Fults does not have records of the particular dates or parties to such discussions. 
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 25 

RESPONSE OF REACT 
TO ELPC DATA REQUEST REACT 1.21 

 
ICC DOCKET NO. 13-0495 

 
ELPC → REACT 1.21 Which REACT facilities (buildings, plants, etc.) has Mr. Fults visited?  

Please provide all notes from those visits. 
 
RESPONSE: 
REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague, overly broad, repetitious, and 
unduly burdensome.  REACT objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks highly 
confidential, competitively sensitive information that is not relevant and that is not likely to lead 
to the discovery of relevant, admissible evidence.  REACT also objects to this request to the 
extent it seeks information subject to the attorney-client privilege.  Without waiving the 
foregoing objections and subject to all General Objections, REACT states as follows: 
 
Mr. Fults has not compiled the requested list and has not compiled the requested documents.  
Please see also REACT's Response to ELPC REACT 1.20. 
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