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BEFORE JACOB S. GERTSMAN, ALJ:

This proceeding involves a petition by the Atlantic City Electdc Company

(Company) to increase its rates and charges for electric service, and other relief, with the

Board of Public Utilities. The petition was transmitted to the Office of Administrative Law

on April 12, 2017, for determination as a contested case, and assigned to the Honorable

Elia A. Pelios, ALJ. who conducted the initial case management conference. The matter

was reassigned to the undersigned. Duly-noticed public hearings were held in Mays

Landing, New Jersey, on June 28, 2017. Several members of the public appeared at the

hearings, and spoke in favor of the Company’s proposed increase. No members of the

publiG spoke in opposition to the Company’s proposed increase. All comments were

transcribed and made a part of the record.
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A motion to intervene was filed on behalf of Unimin Corporation on May 12, 2017,

afld WaI-Mart Stores East, LP, Sam’s East, Inc., (collectively WaI-Mart) on June 8, 2017.

Both Unimin Corporation and Wal-Mart were granted intervenor status.

A motion to intervene was filed on behalf of Builder’s League of South Jersey

(BLS) on June 16, 2017. Petitioner filed a response in opposition to the motion to

intervene while supporting participant status. BLS was denied intervenor status and

granted palticipant status.

A motion to participate was filed on behalf of Public Service Electdc and Gas

Company (PSE&G) on May 8, 2017, and on behalf of Jersey Central Power and Light

Company/First Energy (JCP&L) on May 9, 2017. Both PSE&G and JCP&L were granted

participant status.

The parties filed on September 11, 2017, a Stipulation of Settlement (J-l) which

resolves all issues in this proceeding. Said Stipulation of Settlement has been signed by

petitioner, respondent Board of I~ublic Utilities, Division of I~ate Counsel and WaI-Mart Stores

East, LP, Sam’s East, Inc. It indicates the terms of settlement, and is attached and fully

incorporated herein.

have reviewed the terms of settlement and I FIND:

The parties have voluntarily agreed to the settlement as evidenced by their

signatures or their representatives’ signatures on the attached document.

The settlement fully disposes of all issues in controversy between the parties

and is consistent with the law.

I hereby FILE my initial decision with the BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES for

consideration.
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This recommended decision may be adopted, modified or rejected by the BOARD

OF PUBLIC LITILI-I lidS, which by law is authorized to make a final decision in this matter. It

the Board of Public Utilities does not adopt, modify or reject this decision within forty-five

days and unless such time limit is otherwise extended, this recommended decision shall

become a final decision in accordance with N.J.S.A. 52:14B-10.

September 12, 2017,

DATE

Date Received at Agency:

Date Mailed to P~rties:

/nd
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APPENDIX

EXHIBITS

Jointly Submitted:
J-1    Stipulatior~ uf Suttlu=~=uf~t

Letters Expressing Lack of Objection to J-I:
1-1
I-2
I-3
I-4

Submitted by Intervenor Unimin Corporation
~ ~hmitt~.d hy I~ertie.ip~nt
Submitted by Participant Builder’s League of South Jersey
Submitted by Participant JCP&L
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AMENDMENTS TO ITS TARIFF TO
PROVIDE FOR AN INCREASE IN RATES
AND CHARGES FOR ELECTRIC
SERVICE PURSUANT TO N.J.S.A. 48:2-2!
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STII’ULATION OF SETTLEMENT

APPEARANCES:

Wendy E. Stm’k, Esq., Vice President & General Counsel, Clark M. Stalker, Esq.,
Associate GenerM Cotmsel, Philip J, Passanante, Esq., Assislant General Counsel, and
Colleen A. Foley, Esq, (Saul Ewing LLP), on behalf of Atlantic City Eleclric Compimy,
Petitioner

Alex Moreau ,’rod Verottlca Beke, Deputy Attorneys General (Cba’istopher S, Porrino,
Attorney General of New jersey.), on behalf of the Staff of lhe Board of Pubfic Utilities

Stefanie A. Brand, Esq., Dh’ector, Brian O. Lipman, Deputy Rate Counsel, Aani Morita,
Esq., Deputy Rate Counsel, Diane Schulze, Esq., Assistant Deputy Rate Counsel, James
W. Glassen, Esq., Assistant Deputy Rate Counsel, Kurl Lewandows-ki, Esq., Assistant
Deputy Rate Counsel, Maura Caroselli, Assistanl Deputy Rate Counsel and Brian Weeks,
Esq., Deputy, Rate Counsel, on behalf of the Division of Rate Counsel

Bradford M. Stern, Esq. and Martin C. Rothfelder, Esq., Rotht~lder Stern, L.L.C., on
behalf of lntervenor, Onimin Corporation

Donald R, Wagner, Esq,, Stevens & Lee, on behalf of the Wal-Mart Stores East, LP and
Sam’s East, inc,

Joseph F. Accardo, Jr,, Esq., on behalf of Participant, Public Service Electric and Gas
Company

Lauren M. Lepkoski, Esq., on behalf of Participant, Jersey Cenlxal Power & Light
Company



Steven S. Goldenberg, Esq.. Fox Rothschild, LLP, on behalf of Participant, the Builders
League of South Jersey, Inc.

TO THE HONORABLE BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES:

The pro’ties to this proceeding are as follows: Atlantic City Electric Company (the

"Company," "Petitioner" or "ACE"), the Division of Rate Counsel ("Rate Counsel"), the Slaff of

the New Jersey Board of Pubfic Utilifies ("Board Staft" or "St~T’), Intervenor, Unimin

Corporation ("Unimin"), Intervenors, W.al-Mtu’t Stores East, LP and Smn’s East. Inc. (together,

"Wal-Mart"), Participant, Public Service Electric and Gas Company ("PSE&G"), Participant,

Jersey Central Power & Light Company ("JCP&L"), and Pz~a’ticipant, the Builders League of

S~uth .ler~ey, Inc. (.~’BI.SJ"). The New Jersey Board of Public l ltilities shall be relErred to in this

Stipulation of Settlement 0he "Stipulation") as the "Board" or the "BPU." As used in this

Stiptdation, the lerm "Signatory Parties" refers to the Petili0ner, Board Staff, Rate Counsel, and

Wal-Marr.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of ~he Slate of

New J~rsey, subject to the jurisdiction of the Hew Jersey Board of Public Utilities (the ~’Bo,~u’d’),

wflh a regional office located at 5100 Harding Highway, Mays ~’mding. New Jersey 08330. On

March 30, 2017, the Company fil~i a Verified Petition with the Board pursuan~ ~o N.J.S.A. 48:2-

21 anti N.J.S.A. 48:2-21.1 seeking a net annual increase in the Company’s ba~e rates for electric

distribution service of approximately $70.2 million, excluding New Jersey Sales and Use Tax

("SUT’), and to make olher ~ariff changes.~ The Company filed its Petition based on a test year

ending July 31, 2017, consisting of five months of actual results and seven months of forecasted

1 Specifically, the Company sought an increase in distribution rates of $70,160,580
($74,808,719, including ._ U 1).

-2-



data. adjusted for certain known and measurable changes, On August 29, 2017. the Petitioner

filed revised schedules reflecting the Company’s actual results for the 12-month test year period,

adjusted for known and measurable changes.

On April 5, 2017, the Board transmitted the nmttcr 1o the Office of Adminiatrative

Law as a contested ease, and Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ") Ella A. Pelios was assigned to

hear the ease. A telephone Pre-Hearing Conference was convened by ALJ Pelios on Ma.y 23,

2017, mid a Pre-Hearing Order was issued on Jtme 19, 2017. On June 26, 2017, the parties were

notified flint the case had been reassigned to ALJ Jacob S. GertsmmL

On lVlay 8, 2017, PSE&G filed a Motion to Participate. On May 9, 2017, JCP&L

filed a Motion to P~’a’ticipate, On May 12, 2017, Orfimin filed a Motion to lmervene. By letter

dated May 16, 2017, the Company indicated that it did not oppose the granting of these three

Motions,

On Jtme 8, 2017, Wal-Mart filed a Motion to Intervene, On Jtu~e 16, 2017, BLSJ

filed a Motion to Intervene. On June 26, 2017, the Company filed a letter indicating it did not

object to the granting of Wal-Mart’s Molion. At that time, flae Company also indicated thor it

opposed the .granting of BLSJ’s Motion to Intervene, but would not object to granting BLSJ

participant status. BLSJ replied to the Company’s opposition on July 19, 2017.

On July 24, 2017, Aid (-½ertsman issued a serle.~ of’orders granling the Molions to

Parlicipate of PSE&G and JCP&L, ,rod lhe Motions to Intervene of Unimin mad Wal-Mart. Also

on July 24, 2017, AI,J Oertsman issued an order denyb~g BLSJ’s Motion to Intervene, but

grmttiug BLSJ participant status,

By way of an Order effective April 30, 2017, the Board suspended until Augxtst

30, 2017, lhe implementation of the changes the Company sought lo make to its base rotes. The



structtu’e consisting of 50,47 percent equity with a cost rote of 9.60 percent, and 49,53 percent

long-tem~ debt with a cost rate of 5.56 percent.

3, The Signatory Parties stipulate that a revenue i~crease for lhe Company of $43

million (exclutfive of SUT, or $45,848,750 inclu.slvc of SUT) i~ ~m appropriate resolution of this

matter~ and is just and. reasonable.

4. The Signatory Parties aclax}wledge th~~t lhe stipulated revenue increase reflects

consider~tion of a consolidated income tax adjustment.

5. The Signatory Parties agree and reconm~end that the Board should authorize the

Comp~my to implement new rates, based upon an increase in distribution base rate revenues of

$43 million (exclusive of SUT), The Signato~.’y Parties agree that this increase in base rate

revenues should be implemented as indicated on the attached proof of revenues and n~le design

schedules (included as Exhibit A) implementing the ten’us of this Stipul}~tion. Tariff pages

implementing these rates will be submitted upon Board approval of this Slipul~tion. The tariff

pages will reflect a change in the monthly customer charge fi~r Rate Schedule RS (residential

service) fi’om $4.44 to $5,00 (including SUT). Based on the rate design in Exhibit A, the overall

a~mual average monthly impact of this rate change on the total bill fbr a typical residential

customer usi~g 716 kwh per month is $5.52 or 4,03 percent (inclusive of SUT or $5.17 or 3,85

percent exclusive of SUT). This agreement on rate design i.~ f~r .~ettlement pnrp~.~eq nnly~ ~nd

does not indicate Board SlaWs or Rate Counsel’s agreement 1o lhe Company’s fl~nctionalizadon,

classification, and allocation of costs or to the Company’s cost of service methodology presented

in its Petition and testimonies filed in tiffs mattea.

6. The Signatory Parties ack.nowledge that the Boztrd has resolved the Company’s

requests regarding its economic development pilot program, including Rider SCD z~ad Rider RP,
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in a separately docketed proceeding, and that. no fimher action on tim Company’s requesl is

required in this base rate case.3

7. The Company will contilme to comply with the requirement, ordered by the Board

in BPU Docket No. ER03020110 to filc thc Company’s ba~c natc rcquc~t:~ including an

alternalive distribution rate design based on a Cost of Service Study using a Peak and Average

Coincident Peak Method,

8. The Company hereby agrees to withdraw its request to implement a System

Renewal Recovery Charge 0he "SRRC"). At the time the Company initiated this base rate

proceeding, it did not have the benefit of considering either the itffrastrucmre investment straw

proposal prepared by the Staff of the Board, or the rest.tiring draft regulations, approved for

publication by the Board in the New Jersey Register and cun’ently subject to co~tunent.’~ l.n light

of those important policy initiatives tmderlaken by the Board, the Company has concluded it

would be appropriate to reconsider its SRRC proposal, and to make a fta~tre intiastructure

investment filing following the Bom’d’s action on the drat-t regulations,

9. ~fhe Signatory Parties agree and reconunend that the Board approve the

Company’s tariff for electric service which has been revised and corrected to reflect the

comments of Board Staff regarding a number of administrative corrections, ~md to include

I,~ngna£.e pmpo.~ed by Ftnard ,qtaft" regzrding the Company’s t:-n’iff pmvi,~innx addre~.~ing Net

Fnergy Metering. The Signatory Parties further acknowledge that the Company will be required

to file a complete confomaed tariff upon the Board’s final resolution of fltis proceeding.

3 S~:e 1/_,~0 the Application of Atlantic City Electric Company to Amend its" Pilot Redevehq)ment

Program Service Tariff Rider RP and Its Pilot Small Commercial Development Tar~[..J’Rider SCI)
to Revise and Expand the Eligibility (2)’iteria Jbr Cux’tomer 1-’articipation 77wreh~, BPU Docket
No. ER170100(17, Order A.mending Riders (dated May 31, 2017).
4 The proposed i~ffrz~trucmre investanent and recovery, mIes are pending al lhe Board as BPU

Docket No. AX17050469, Proposal No. PRN 2017-164.
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10. The Sign,atory P~mies ackaaowledge that the Company is responsible for

determi~ting the prudent level of system investment flaat is needed to meet its service obligations

to customers, to satisfy reliability and minimum spending commitments agreed to in the Exelon

Merger which include the eor~maitment to continue the programs identified and the reporting

requirements in the Reliability Improvement Plan (’:RIP") through 2021, and to operate its

system in a safe and reliable maturer consistent witla sound engineering practice. Ttae Signatory

Parties also acknowledge Rate Cotinsel has recon~mended that accelerated reliability spending

trader the existing RIP shoald be phased out, such that the ongoing reliability capital and O&M

spettd at the (.:ompaaay in the futt~re is at the level necessary to meet the reliability commitments

under the merger agreenaent and to meet its service obligations to cttstomers, The Petitioner

agr~:s to prepare a proposal for phasing out the accelerated reli~bility spending in the tOP,

consistent with i.ts obligation to provide safe, adeq~u~te and proper service and to meet its Exelon

Merger commitments, and to present that plan in the Company’s next base rate case. Nothing in

this paragraph shall preclude the Company from filing a proposal for an infrastn~cture

investment ra’acker r~aechanism, as referenced ha Paragraph 8 above.

11. The Signatory P~~rlies agree there are numerous reasons, including the economic

challenges faced by southern New Jersey, why the Petitioner contitmes to experie~tce customer

con~plaint levels in excess of 1.500 comlplaints annually. To understand and address the many

factors contributing to this problem, ACE will continue to meet qnarterly with representatives

I~’om Board Staff and Rate Counsel in co~meetion with the Company’s Customer Service

Improvement Plan: and ~MII include in those meetings discussion of this issue, cxploratio~ of

-7-



options for addressin~ this concern, and reporthag on the resul’~s of the Company’s eflbrts.5 ’1"he

Signatory Parties also acknowledge flaat the Board has conmaenced a m~tnagemer~t audit of the

Company, the scope or" wlfich also includes customer service matters.

12,    The Signatory Pm’fie:~ acknowledge that the rate design proposed in thiz

Stipulation v~.ill ~’esult in no increase to Rate Schedule. TGS-Tranmnission General Service.

~3. The Signatory Parties agree and reconm~end that the Petitioner should be

authorized to cre~-~te a regulatory asset which includes the Ibllowing costs to achieve synergy

savings incun’ed in the Exelon Merger: (11) costs to achieve in the amount of $3,315,770 incurred

in the period begimfing March 23, 2016 tlu’ongh July 31, 2016; (2) cosls to acl-tieve in lhe ~a-noun1

o.f $4,929,176 dtn’ing lhe August 1, 2016 through July 31, 2017 test year period in lhis

proceeding; and (3) cosls to achieve inctu’red on or after August 1, 2017. For the purposes oflhis

Stipulalion, the Parties agree that the regulatory asset created in tkis Paragraph will no~ be

included ha rate b~se at this time. Any future rate treamaent for the regx~latom3, asset will be

detemained ha the next b~se ra~e case filed by the Company. The Company agrees that, among

olher 1hings, il will not recover merger transaction costs, or any imprudently ineun’ed costs. "I’he

Comp~tny t’urlher agrees that it will not seek to recover costs to achieve, including the ,-unount

deemed a regulatory asset herein until it has demonstrated flaat the synergy savings exceed the

costs to achieve. The Company will make this showit~g ha its next filed base rate case, and

ackaaowledges that it bears the burden of proof. The Signatory Parties expressly acknowledge

that the terms of this Stipnlation of Settlement are non-precedential, and expressly reserve their

_s The Signaory Parties acknowledge that the quarterly meetings na~y take place in-person or via.

telephone conference, and may be scheduled to coincide with other meetings between the
Conapany, Board Staff and Kate Counsel,

-8-



rieht to support or oppose any request by the Company in the filture to recover its claimed costs

to achieve.

14. The Signatory Parties agree that the Company should be permitted to create a

regulatory a.~¢.",’et in tho anaount or" $5,577,392 to reflect ¢o;:�t,"~ rel~~ted to ttu’ee Major Storm

(the Jtme, 2016 Storm [$1,708,455], the Jantlary, 2017 Storm [$1,727,933], and the March, 2017

Winter Storm Stella [$2,141,004]), which will be recovered in base ral.es via a three year

~nortization with no rate base treatment orthe unamortized balance.

15, Each Signato~’ Party agrees to use i~s best efforts to ettsure that this Stipulation

shall be presented to the Board for approval at the Board’s September 22, 2017 public agenda

~a~eeting. Each Sigaaa.tory P~trty also understands that a Board order adopting this Stipulation will

become ellbctive upon the service of said Board order or upon such date after the service thereof

as the Bo~d may specify, in accordance with N.J.S.A. 48:2-40.

16. Tttis Stipulation shall be binding on fl~e Signatory Parties upon the effective date

of a Bo~rd Order approving this Stipulation. ’I]~is StipuIatior~ shall bind flue Signatory Parties in

this matter only and shall ht~ve no precedential value. This Stipulation contains terms, each of

which is interdependent with the others and essential h~ its own right to fl~e signing of this

Slipul~tion. Each term is vital to the agreement as a whole, since the Signatory Parties expressly

and jointly state that they would not have signed the Stipulation had any tena~ been modified in

any way. Since the Signatory Parties have compromised in ntmaerous areas, each is enlitled

certain procedures in the event that any modifications w~tsoeve~ are made to the Stiptdation. If’,

upon consideration of this Stipulation, flac Board we, re to modify an~ of tlae terms described

~bove, each Signatory Party. must be given the right to be placed ha the position it was in before

this Stipttlation was entered into, It is essential that each Signatory Patty be afforded, the option,
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prior to the implementation of any new rate result_hag from ealy modification of r_tris Stipulation,

either to modify its own position to accept the proposed change(s) or to resume the proceeding as

if no agreement had been reached,

the point where it wa, totaaainated,

This proceeding, under such circumstances, wotdd rest~me at

The Signatory Parties ~gree flant the’se procedurea are fair to

all concerned, and therefore, lhey are made an inlegral and essential elemem of lifts Stipulation.

None or’the Signatory Parties shall be prolfibited from or prejudiced in argtfing a different policy

or position befi.~re ~he Board in any other proceeding, as such agreements pertain only to this

matter and to no other matter.

17. Th~s Stipulation represenls the full scope of the agreement between flae parties.

I’tfis Stipulation may only be modified by a further written agreement executed by all the parties

to this Stipul~fion.
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18. This Stiptdation may be executed in as many counterparts ,as there are Signatory

Parties of this Stipulation, each of which counterpm’ts shall be aaa original, but all of which shall

constitute one and the same instrument.

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY

September 8,2017
Colleen A. Fol~y,’E~q.
Saul Ewing LLP
Attorney for Petitioner

Datg

CHRISTOPHER S. POttdTO-NO
ATI’ORNEY GENERAL OF NEW JERSEY
Attorney Ibr the Slaft" of the Board of Public Utilities

By:
~le~ Mo~au
Deputy Attorney General

STEFANIE A. BRAND, ESQ.
DIRECTOR - DIVISION OF RATE COUNSEL

Date
By:

Stefanie A, Brand, Esq,
Director, Division of Rate Cmmsel

WAL-MART STORES EAST, LFiSAM’S ~ "EAST, fNC.

Date
By:

Donald R. Wagner, Esq,
Stevens & Lee
Attorney for Intervenors, Wal-Mm-t Stores East, LP
and Sam’s East, Inc.
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18. This Stipulation may be executed in as many counterparts as there are Signatory

Parties of this Stipulation, each of which counterparts shall be an original, but all of which shall

constitute one and the same instrumem.

ATLANTIC CITY ELEC"I’ILIC COMPANY

September , 2017 By:
Colleen A, Foley,~.-;sq.
Saul Ewing LLP
Attorney for Petitioner

CHRISTOPHER S. PORRINO
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW JERSEY
Attorney for the Staff of the Board of Public Utilities

Date
By;

Alex Moreau
Deputy Atlomey General

STEFANIE A. BRAND, ESQ,
DIRECTOR - DIVISION OP tCAIE UOUNSEL

Date
By:

WAL-MART STORES EAST, LP/SAM’S EAST, INC.

Date
By:

Donald R. Wagner, Esq.
Stevens & Lee
Attorney for Inlervenors, Wal-Mart Stores East, LP
and Sam’s East inc.
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18. This Stipulalion may be executed in as many eotmterpart.q as tlaere are Signato13,

Parties of this Stipulation, each of which counterparts shall be an original, but all of which shall

constitute one and the same instrument,

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY

Date
September 8 ,. 2017 By:

Colleen A. Foley,’Esq.
Saul Ewing LLP
Attorney for Petitioner

CHRISTOPHER .q. PORIONO
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW JERSEY
Attorney for the Staffofthe Board of Public Utilities

Date
By:

Alex Moreau
Deputy Attorney General

STI~FAN!_E A. BRAND, ESQ.
DIRECTOR - DIVISION OF RATE COUNSEL

Dale

September 8, 2017
Date

By:
Stefanie A. Brand, Esq,
Director, D~vision of Rate Counsel

WAL-MART STORES EAST, LPtSAM’S EAST, IN(:.

By:
Do~al.d~ag~, Esq.
Steve~ & Le~�
Attorr/ey for In.tewe~ors, Wal-Mart Stores East, LP
and Sam’s East, Inc.
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ROTHFELDER STERN, p

(Admitte(~ ~n N J, NY, NH, P& MO)

Attorney~ at Law

"FJr~GtOfd ~ ~teni,
(Admitted {n N J,

407 Greenwood Ave., Unit
T~enton, NJ 08609.2t58
Tet (609) 394-1000
mrottlfeldar@roihrefde rstern.com

22 Lakev]ew Hollow
Cherry Hil!, NJ 08003

Tel: 856-520-6806
Fax: 856-375-2151

b ~tern@ ro~hf~ldet~tem

Please reply to Cherry Hill

September 8, 2017

..Via Te, l~gpy 0nd First.Class
Colleen A, ~olcy, Esquir~
Saul Ewiog LLP
One Riverfi’ont Pt~a, Suite 1520
Newark, New Je~’sey 07102

In the Matter of the P~tR~oa of Atlantic Ci~ Electric Company for Approval
of ~endments to .Its Tariff lo Provide for an Increase In Rates and Charges
for Electric Se,’viee l’ursuant to ~lS, d. 48:2-21 and ~J.g,4, 48:2-21.1, and
for Ofl~er Appropriate Relief (2017)
O~ Docket No. PUC 498~-t7: BP~ Docket No. ERi7030308

Dear Ms. Foley:

On behalf of Unimin Corporation, we advbe you that we have reviewed tire Stipulation
of Settlemeat provided on this date, ~ncl while not signing the stipulation, we have no

Cotlnse! of Recor6 (via e-ma.iL~

Bradford M, Stem



September 8, 2017

]n the Matter of the Petitio~ of
Att~ntic City Electric Compaay fo~

Approval of Amet~dments to Iis T~riffio Provide f~r
nn Increase ia Rates and Chaises Ii~r Electric Se~.ice
Pt~suant to N.Z,q.A. 48:2-~ 1 and N.~A. 4g:2.21.1,

and for Olher Appropriate Re[[ef(2017)

BP(J Docket No. ER17030308
OAL Docket No. PUC-04989-t 7

I’Z4 ELECTRONIC AND O VERNIGHT M.4tL

Honorable Ella A. Pelios
Administrative Law Judge
Office of Admirlistrative Law
P,O. Box 0,19
Trenton, New Jersey 0g625-0049

Dear Honorable Pdios:

Thi, letter, of Which 3 addilionaI copies m~ onetosed~ is to advi~ that _Public Service EleCtric aud
Gas Company ("PSE&G-"), a participant in this proeeedit~g, has no objection tO the Stipulation of
,.qet, lement bem,~ert the Parties which was provided to PSE&G via e-mail by Atlantic City
Electric Company eounse! on the morning ~f September 8, 2017 dated on that date, and which
~,e anticipate will be fil~d on or about that date,

Copies nfthN lettt~a, am heing forwarded this~ d~te via elec~onic 1unit to all per~t~ns who~o name
appear On the attached disu’ibution list,

Respectfully submitted,

C Atlaohed S~rvice List (E-Mall Only)



Ii
Fox Rothschild

Colleen A. Foley, g~q.
Saul Ewing LLP
One Riverfront Plaza, Stiite 1520
Newark, New Jersey 07! 02

Re: (,~I/O Petition of Atlantic City Eieotrio Company ibr Appruval oI’Amendments to
it~ ’r~riffto Provide fbr at~ Increase in Rm~s and Charges for ~l¢ctrlc Semite Pursuant to
N.LS.~. 48:2-21 ~d~, 48:2-21,1 and for Other Appropriate Reiief

OAL Docket No. PUC 4989.I7; BPU Docket No. ERt7030308

Dear Ms. Foley:

?/’his is to advise that the Builder’s League of South Jersey tmkes no position t~egarding the
Stipulation of Settlement ~ntered by fl~e pm~ies in ~is proceeding, other than to e~press
disappoin~em fl~at Mlm~tle City Electric Company was un~lling to amend Section 9,7 of the
Terms and Conditions of Sel~’ice m its TarirL which ad~’esses appo]~ionment of cost responsibility
for th~ relocation of uOlt~ assets, to conform with applicable law.

Very truly

Steven S, Goldenb~rg

SSGOf~
Distribution List



September 11, 20I 7

VIA EMAIL AND UPS OV, E, RNIGHT I)~L~By

Administrative Law Judge Jacob S. Gertsman
Offic~ of Admimslxative Law
3444 Quakexbridge Road
Quake~bfidge PIaza, Btfildin~ 9
Mercerviile, NJ 08619

Re: In the Matter of the Petition of Atlantic City Eleetrie Con!pony for Al~l~roval
of Amendmc.nt to Its Tariff to Provide tar an Increase in Ra~es and Charges
f~r Electric Se~wice Pursuant to N~ZS.A, 48:2~21 and N,J.S.A. 48-2-21.0, and
for Other Appropriate Relief (2017)
BPU Doeke~ No. ER17030308
OAL Docket No, PUC 4989-17

Dear Judge Gertsman:

On behalfo f Jersey Cent~’al Power & Light. Company ("JCP&L"), I respectfifily advise hhat
J CP&L has reviewed ~he Stipulation of Settlement provided and, while not signing the stiptflation,
JCL&I0 has no objection to it.

Very h~aly yours,

Lauren M. Lepkoski

kl’~&
co: Cmmsel of Record G’ia email)


