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STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

In the Matter of the Application of PSEG)
Nuclear, LLC for the Zero Emission )
Certificate Program--Hope Creek )

Docket No. ER20080559

MOTION TO INTERVENE OF
NEW JERSEY LARGE ENERGY USERS COALITION

The New Jersey Large Energy Users Coalition ("NJLEUC"), an association whose

members include large volume electric customers served by Public Service Electric and Gas

Company ("PSE&G"), Jersey Central Power and Light Company ("JCP&L") and Atlantic City

Electric Company ("ACE") (collectively, the "EDCs") hereby moves (i) to intervene in the above-

captioned second Zero Emission Credits ("ZECs") eligibility period application with full rights as

a party and (ii) to be afforded access to the information designated as confidential by applicants.

In support of its motion, NJLEUC states as follows:

1. All communications and correspondence concerning this proceeding should be

directed to:

Steven S. Goldenberg, Esq.
Giordano, Halleran & Ciesla, P.C.
125 Half Mile Road, Suite 300
Red Bank, NJ 07701-6777
Phone: 732-741-3900
Fax: 732-224-6599
sgoldenberg@ghclaw.com

Paul F. Forshay, Esq.
Eversheds Sutherland (US) LLP
700 Sixth Street, N.W., Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20001-3980
Phone:202-383-0100
Fax: 202-637-3593
paulforshay@eversheds-sutherland, coin

2. On May 23, 2018, Governor Murphy signed into law L. 2018, c. 16, (the "Act")

which, among other things, required the Board to create a ZEC program and determine which

nuclear energy generators would be eligible to receive ZEC payments under the program. The Act

required the Board to convene separate proceedings to establish the ZEC program, develop an



application process to determine a nuclear plant’s eligibility to obtain ZECs, certify and rank the

nuclear plants determined to be eligible to participate in the ZEC program and to receive ZECs,

and establish a mechanism for the EDCs to purchase ZECs from the selected nuclear plants. The

Act also required each EDC to file a tariff to recover the $0.004/kwh ZEC charge from its retail

distribution customers.

3. The Act provides for stakeholder participation in the individual proceedings

brought by the applicants for ZEC subsidies, including access to confidential information, to assure

that the stakeholder participation is meaningful and consistent with due process.

WHEREFORE, in support of its applications for intervention and access to confidential

materials in this proceeding, NJLEUC respectfully submits that (i) all factors for intervention set

forth in N.J.A.C. 1:1-16 weigh in favor of the granting of NJLEUC’s motion to intervene in this

proceeding, and (ii) NJLEUC is eligible to obtain access to confidential materials under the Act

because the group is not a competitor of applicants, has entered into the prescribed non-disclosure

agreement, has unique interests that will not be addressed by other parties, and has a constitutional

due process right to protect its significant financial and other property interests in this proceeding.

1. NJLEUC formed, in part, to monitor regulatory and rate proceedings involving the

State’s electric utilities, including PSE&G, JCP&L and ACE, and has consistently been granted

intervenor status in the EDCs’ regulatory, energy restructuring, infrastructure, merger and rate

proceedings. NJLEUC actively opposed the authorization of ZECs in the Legislative process that

culminated in the enactment of the Act and are currently parties to an appeal of the BPU Order

that awarded ZECs to the Salem I and II and Hope Creek nuclear stations in the first ZEC eligibility

period. The members of NJLEUC purchase electric distribution service from the EDCs and pay

the statutory $0.004 per kilowatt hour ZEC charge assessed on all retail customers. Because
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NJLEUC members are among the State’s largest consumers of power, some pay the usage-based

ZEC charge in amounts that exceed one million dollars annually, while the remaining members

pay annual charges in the hundreds of thousands of dollars. The Act provides for the potential

collection of the ZEC subsidy for a period often years or more, thereby exposing certain NJLEUC

members to the potential payment of ZEC charges during that period of up to ten million dollars

each. Accordingly, NJLEUC members will be substantially and specifically affected by the

outcome of this proceeding in which the continuing eligibility of the Hope Creek nuclear station

to receive the ZEC subsidy will be determined;

2. Given its capacity as an association of large end-use customers of the EDCs that

have paid millions of dollars for the nuclear subsidies authorized for applicants in the first ZEC

eligibility period (and equivalent stranded cost payments during the preceding fifteen years) and

that have the same exposure in the instant proceeding, NJLEUC’s interests are unique from and

not adequately represented by any other party. NJLEUC acknowledges the significant role of the

Division of Rate Counsel as the statutory representative of all ratepayers. However, NJLEUC’s

members are exposed to the potential continuing payment of many millions of dollars in annual

ZEC subsidies, as contrasted with the estimated $30 annual cost to the "average" residential

customers who are the primary focus of Rate Counsel. NJLEUC members are also responsible for

the economic viability of their New Jersey operations, including responsibility for thousands of

employees, a responsibility made more difficult by the many challenges associated with the

COVID-19 pandemic. The nuclear subsidies here at issue necessarily will affect corporate

decisions regarding future capital investments in those facilities and employment levels. Therefore,

NJLEUC members deserve the right to speak for themselves in order avoid being deprived of their

significant property interest in their capital and operations without due process. See, e.g. Mathews



v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 332, 96 S.Ct. 893,901 (1976) (in which the Supreme Court recognized

an individual’s interest in the continuing receipt of disability benefits to be a statutorily created

property interest protected by the Fifth Amendment, and that "(p)rocedural due process imposes

constraints on governmental decisions which deprive individuals of "liberty" or "property"

interests within the meaning of the Due Process Clause of the Fifth or Fourteenth Amendment").

See also, Greenberg v. Kimmelman, 99 N.J. 552, 568 (1985) ("The Fourteenth Amendment of the

United States Constitution provides that no state shall "deprive any person of life, liberty or

property, without due process of law. Article I, paragraph 1 of the New Jersey Constitution protects

similar interests"). NJLEUC’s members’ interest in the tens of millions of dollars here at issue, the

continuing viability of their businesses in the COVID environment and their responsibility to

employees clearly constitute property fights that are of constitutional dimension and, therefore,

entitled to due process protection. These considerations mandate NJLEUC’s direct intervention in

this proceeding with full rights as a party. It should be underscored that nothing in the Act

purported to change the standard for intervention that has long been embodied in N.J.A.C. 14:1-1-

16, which remains the operative standard. NJLEUC has consistently satisfied this standard in a

multitude of matters before the Board, and it does so in this proceeding as well.

3. With regard to the separate issue of access to confidential materials, given the

circumstances of this proceeding, due process considerations similarly require that NJLEUC be

afforded access to the information deemed confidential by the applicants, subject to execution of

the prescribed non-disclosure agreement. Without such access, NJLEUC would effectively be

denied the fight to be heard "at a meaningful time and in a meaningful manner" that is a basic

principle of due process. Matthews v. Eldridge, su~, 424 U.S_. at 333, 96 S.Ct. at 902. It is evident

from the language of the Act and the public statements made at the time of its signing that the
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Legislature and Governor assumed that the Board and stakeholders would be afforded the

opportunity to closely scrutinize the financial information pertaining to the nuclear plants to

determine the critical issues associated with the award of ZECs. This can only be accomplished if

intervenors are afforded access to confidential materials, the only result consistent with the

constitutional requirement that their participation be "meaningful". Without access to the

confidential materials, parties granted intervenor status would be relegated to an inferior status of

uninformed observers, effectively denied a meaningful voice in this proceeding.

4. The Board has had experience with similar issues in the past and has made

comparable confidential information available to stakeholders, subject to appropriate safeguards.

In the proceedings that restructured the electric industry in the late 1990’s, a significant issue arose

regarding the valuation of the so-called "stranded costs" that PSE&G and others alleged their

generation fleets would incur as a consequence of the transition to competitive generation markets.

The Electric Discount and Energy Competition Act, N.J.S.A. 48:3-59, authorized utilities to

recover, through a limited duration "market transition charge", stranded costs equivalent to the

generation plant costs that the utilities were at risk of losing in a competitive supply market. The

issues relating to the quantification of the utilities’ alleged stranded costs were fully litigated in a

contested proceeding in which considerable confidential financial information--information

closely analogous to the financial information that the applicants will produce in this proceeding

under Section 3 of the Act--was obtained from the utilities and provided to all intervenors that

executed non-disclosure agreements. The financial information produced by PSE&G in its

stranded cost proceeding related to the financial condition and profitability of the utility’s

generation facilities (including profitability, forecasted annual expenditures for fuel, operation and

maintenance expenses, capital additions, taxes, administrative and general expenses and other



ancillary costs) as well as market price forecasts that projected future prices in the energy and

capacity markets. This information was made available to the Board, Rate Counsel and a diverse

group of intervenors that included PSE&G’s customers and competitors. It was observed by the

Appellate Division that "(t)he proceedings were marked by full and vigorous participation (by

"thirty intensely interested intervenors of all stripes"), reflecting the full range of both public and

special interests". I!M/O Public Service Electric and Gas Company’s Rate Unbundling, Stranded

Costs and Restructurin~ Filings, ("I/M/O PSE&G") 330 N.J. Super 65, 122 and 132 (2000); aff’d

167 N.J. 377 (2001). The intervenors included the New Jersey Business Users group and the New

Jersey Industrial Customers Group, the predecessors of NJLEUC that then represented the State’s

large energy users, which were active intervenors in the stranded costs and other restructuring-

related proceedings. The groups were permitted to conduct comprehensive discovery regarding

these financial issues and to present affidavits, financial testimony and analysis by expert witnesses

who were afforded full access to the PSE&G financial information.

5. The amount of stranded costs that the utility would be permitted to recover was

determined in part by the market value of the generation assets that were transferred to an affiliated

company. Therefore, in the stranded cost proceeding, as in the instant proceeding, PSE&G was

required to demonstrate the full market value of each eligible generating asset, including the

nuclear stations, and each power purchase commitment over its remaining useful life or term to

fix the level of the market transition charge. I/M/O PSE&G, su__u.u.u.u.u.u.u.u~ at 124. As I/M/O PSE&G

makes clear, all of this information--precisely the same types of information that will be reviewed

in this proceeding--was shared with a wide variety of intervenors, including the competitors of

PSE&G. The undersigned was afforded full access to PSE&G’s confidential information on an

"attorney’s eyes only" basis in I/M/O PSE&G as counsel for Enron and Shell Energy, which were



then PSE&G’s leading competitors.

6. In light of the foregoing, there should be little question that NJLEUC, an

organization comprised of large end-use customers of PSE&G and the other EDCs, should be

afforded access to the confidential materials that are relevant to these proceedings. Disclosure of

these materials to NJLEUC will not "harm competition", the stated concern of Section 3(a) of the

Act, as NJLEUC obviously does not compete with PSE&G and has executed the prescribed non-

disclosure agreement. The Board has consistently authorized the disclosure of confidential

information in this manner, and this matter presents nothing new that would justify a departure

from this longstanding and firmly-established practice. See, e._g. I/M/O Request for Solid Waste

Utility Customer Lists, 106 N.J. 508,522-524 (1987).

7. NJLEUC has a unique perspective and insight regarding the potential impact, on

large customers, of the significant costs that are at issue in this proceeding. As previously noted,

NJLEUC’s members employ thousands of New Jersey residents and also pay significant state

taxes. Its members continually assess the economic viability of their New Jersey operations and

future assessments will doubtlessly take into account the outcome of these proceedings. No other

party to this proceeding is similarly situated with NJLEUC in this regard.

8. NJLEUC’s motion is timely and will not delay or otherwise disrupt the prosecution

of these proceedings.

9. Fundamental fairness and due process considerations require that NJLEUC be

afforded an opportunity to fully participate as an Intervenor in this proceeding, the outcome of

which will have a significant impact on the cost of electric service received by the members of

NJLEUC. Given the potential impact this proceeding will have on the interests of the New Jersey

business community, as well as NJLEUC’s long-standing and well-recognized role as a leading



representative of those interests in utility regulatory matters, NJLEUC’s full participation and

access to confidential information is essential for the fair conduct of this proceeding;

10. The issues to be decided in this proceeding "substantially, specifically and directly

affect" NJLEUC within the meaning of these terms as used in the Uniform Rules, thereby making

it appropriate for NJLEUC to intervene as a party;

11.    Furthermore, the interests of NJLEUC’s members as large end-use customers of

the EDCs are substantially different from those of any other party seeking intervention. Therefore,

NJLEUC’s interests in this proceeding are unique on both a quantitative and qualitative basis;

12. NJLEUC’s entry as a party would "measurably and constructively" advance this

proceeding (N.J.A.C. 1:1-16.3(a)) because of the unique status of its members as large end-use

customers on the EDC’s distribution systems. NJLEUC’s entry as a party would promote an

informed and balanced presentation of the issues;

13.    Notwithstanding its unique interests, where it is possible and practical for it to do

so, NJLEUC will endeavor to work cooperatively with other parties in this proceeding in the

interests of administrative efficiency and economy.

14.    For the foregoing reasons, and because the cost of electric service to NJLEUC’s

members will be directly and substantially affected by the issues to be determined in this

proceeding, NJLEUC has a direct and immediate interest in the outcome of this proceeding that

cannot adequately be represented by any other party.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 1:1-16.1, el seq., and the Act, NJLEUC respectfully

requests that it be (i) permitted to intervene in this proceeding with full procedural and substantive



rights and (ii) afforded access to the confidential information relevant to these proceedings.

ly submitted,

Dated: September 21, 2020
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served via electronic mail copies of the foregoing

Motion to Intervene to the parties identified on the service list in this proceeding. An original and

10 copies have been forwarded via first class mail to Aida Camacho-Welch, Secretary of the Board

of Public Utilities.

Dated at Red Bank, New Jersey, this 21st d mber, 2020.

rg
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

In the Matter of the Application of PSEG )
Nuclear, LLC for the Zero Emission )
Certificate Program--Hope Creek )

Docket No. ER20080559

MOTION FOR ADMISSION PRO HA C VICE

The undersigned counsel, a member in good standing of the bar of the State of New Jersey

and willing to serve as attorney of record in this proceeding, hereby moves for the admission pro

hac vice of Paul F. Forshay, Esq. Mr. Forshay is a member in good standing of the bar of the

District of Columbia. There is good cause for Mr. Forshay to be admitted pro hac vice because he

has had significant experience representing the interests of large end-use customers in utility rate

and regulatory proceedings, he has an attorney-client relationship with the New Jersey Large

Energy Users Coalition, and this proceeding involves a complex field of law in which he is a

specialist.

As evidenced by his affidavit attached hereto, Mr. Forshay has paid to the New Jersey

Lawyers’ Fund for Client Protection the fees required by R. 1:20-1(b).

submitted,

Dated: September 21, 2020



STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

In the Matter of the Application of PSEG
Nuclear, LLC for the Zero Emission
Certificate Program--Hope Creek

Docket No. ER20080559

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST
TO APPEAR PRO HA C VICE

Washington )
)

District of Columbia )
SS.

I, Paul F. Forshay, duly sworn according to law, depose and say:

1. I am an attorney in good standing admitted to practice in the District of Columbia.

I am not admitted to practice in New Jersey. I have no disciplinary proceedings pending against

me in any jurisdiction and no discipline has been previously imposed on me in any jurisdiction.

2. I am associated in this matter with New Jersey counsel of record, Steven S.

Goldenberg, Esq. of the firm of Giordano, Halleran & Ciesla, P.C. who is qualified to practice law

in this State pursuant to R. 1:21-1.

3. The New Jersey Large Energy Users Coalition ("NJLEUC") has requested my

representation in this matter.

4. There is good cause for my admission pro hac vice in that I have had considerable

experience representing large end-use customers in various proceedings, including utility rate and

regulatory proceedings, before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and Board of Public

Utilities and I have an attorney-client relationship with NJLEUC. The proceeding in which I seek

admission involves a complex field of law in which I am a specialist.

5. I have paid to the New Jersey Lawyers’ Fund for Client Protection the fees required



5. I have paid to the New Jersey Lawyers’ Fund for Client Protection the fees required

by R. l:20-1(b) and 1:28-2.

6. If this application to appear pro hac vice is granted, I agree to:

a. abide by the New Jersey Court Rules, including all disciplinary rules;

b. consent to the appointmem of the Clerk of the Supreme Court as agent upon

whom service of process may be made for all actions against me or my firm that may arise out of

my participation in tt~is matter;

c. notify the Board of Public Utilities and Office of Administrative Law

immediately of any matter affecting my standing at the bar of any court; and

d. have a!l pleadings, briefs and other papers filed with the Board of PuNic

Utilities and Office of Administrative Law signed by the attorney of record.

SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN to before
me this l"]’Pday of September, 2020

REBECCA A. MENSO
Notary Public, District of Columbia

My Comm, Exp, October 14~ 2020



CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served via electronic mail copies of the foregoing

Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice to the parties identified on the distribution list. An original

and 10 copies have been forwarded via first class mail to Aida Camacho-Welch, Secretary of the

Board of Public Utilities.

Dated at Red Bank, New Jersey, this 21st 2020.

Docs #4615651-vl



ATTACHMENT I

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
PSEG NUCLEAR, LLC FOR THE ZERO
EMISSION CERTIFICATE PROGRAM - HOPE
CREEK

DOCKET NO. ER20080559

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF AGREEMENT

The undersigned is an attorney, employee, or consultant, or expert for a party or an intervenor

who, under N.J.S.A. 48:3-87.5(a), has received, or is expected to receive, Confidential Information

provided by APPLICANT or by another party (Producing Party) which has been identified and

marked by the Producing Party as "Confidential Information." The undersigned acknowledges

receipt of the Agreement of Non-Disclosure of Information Claimed to be Confidential and agrees

to be bound by the terms of the Agreement.

&ffiliation)
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ATTACHMENT I

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
PSEG NUCLEAR, LLC FOR THE ZERO
EMISSION CERTIFICATE PROGRAM - HOPE
CREEK

DOCKET NO. ER20080559

A CKNOWLEDGMENT OF AGREEMENT

The undersigned is an attorney, employee, or consultant, or expert for a party or an intervenor

who, under N.J.S.A. 48:3-87.5(a), has received, or is expected to receive, Confidential Information

provided by APPLICANT or by another party (Producing Party) which has been identified and

marked by the Producing Party as "Confidential Information." The undersigned acknowledges

receipt of the Agreement of Non-Disclosure of Information Claimed to be Confidential and agrees

to be bound by the terms of the Agreement.

Dated:

(Namie~Title and ~ffiliatiop)
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SERVICE LIST
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF PSEG NUCLEAR, LLC FOR THE ZERO

EMISSION CERTIFICATE PROGRAM - HOPE CREEK
DOCKET NO. ER20080559

Division of Rate Counsel

140 East Front Street, 4th Floor
Post Office Box 003
Trenton, NJ 08625-0003

Stefanie A. Brand, Esq., Director
sbrand@rpa.ni.,qov

Brian Lipman, Esq., Litigation Manager
blipman@rpa.ni.,qov

Felicia Thomas-Friel, Esq.
Managing Attorney - Gas
fthomas@rpa.ni.,qov

Ami Morita, Esq.
Assistant Deputy Rate Counsel
amorita@rpa.ni.,qov

Sarah H. Steindel, Esq.
Assistant Deputy Rate Counsel
ssteinde@rpa.ni..qov

Debora Layugan, Paralegal
dlayu,qan@rpa.ni.,qov

Tylise Hyman, Legal Secretary
thyman@rpa.nj..qov

Board of Public Utilities

44 South Clinton Avenue, 9th Floor
Post Office Box 350
Trenton, NJ 08625-0350

Aida Camacho-Welch, Secretary of the Board
board.secretary@bpu.ni.,qov

Paul Flanagan, Esq., Executive Director
paul.flanaqan@bpu.ni.,qov

Rate Counsel Consultants

Andrea Crane
The Columbia Group
2805 East Oakland Park Blvd, #401
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33306
ctcolumbia@aol.com

Max Chang
Bob Fagan
Synapse Energy Economics, Inc.
485 Massachusetts Ave., Suite 2
Cambridge, MA 02139
mchan,q@synapse-enerqy.com
rfa.qa n@synapse-ener.qy.com

Division of Law

Division of Law
Public Utilities Section
R.J. Hughes Justice Complex, 7th Floor West
25 Market Street, P.O. Box 112
Trenton, NJ 08625

David Apy, Assistant Attorney General
david.apy@law.nioa.q.,qov

Daren Eppley, Deputy Attorney General
Section Chief
daren.eppley@law.njoag.gov

Pamela Owen, Deputy Attomey General
Assistant Section Chief
pamela.owen@law.nioa,q.,qov

Alex Moreau, Deputy Attorney General
alex.moreau@taw.nioa.q..qov

Brandon Simmons, Deputy Attorney General
Brandon.simmons@law.nioa,q.,qov
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Bob Brabston, Deputy Executive Director
robert.brabston@bpu.ni.,qov

Benjamin Witherell, Chief Economist
beniamin.witherell@bpu.ni.,qov

Abe Silverman, General Counsel
abe.silverman@bpu.ni..qov

Carole Artale, Esq. Deputy General Counsel
CaroI.Artale@bpu.ni.,qov

Heather L. Weisband, Esq., Senior Counsel
Heather.weisband@bpu.ni.,qov

Ken Sheehan, Esq., Ombudsman
Ken.sheehan@bpu.ni..qov

Kevin Nedza
Director of Special Projects
kevin.nedza@bpu.ni.,qov

Stacy Peterson, Director, Division of Energy
stacy.peterson@bpu.ni.,qov

Cynthia Holland, Director, Office of Federal and
Regional Policy
cynthia.holland@bpu.ni.,qov

Charles Gurkas, Paralegal
charles..qurkas@bpu.ni..qov

Jersey Central Power & LiqhtT cont’d

Yongmei Peng
ypen,q@firstenerqycorp.com

Lauren M. Lepkoski, Supervising Counsel
FirstEnergy Service Company
2800 Pottsville Pike
Reading, PA 19612-6011
Ilepkoski@firstenerqycorp.com

Atlantic City Electric Company

Pepco Holdings LLC- 92DC56
500 N. Wakefield Drive
P.O. Box 6066
Newark, DE 19714-6066

Philip J. Passanante, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel
philip.passanante@pepcoholdinqs.com

Susan DeVito
Director, Pricing and Regulatory Services
susan.devito@pepcoholdinqs.com

Thomas M. Hahn, Principal Rate Analyst
thomas.hahn@pepcoholdinqs.com

Butler Electric Utility

Robert H. Oostdyk, Jr., Esq.
Murphy McKeon P.C.
51 Route 23 South
P.O. Box 70
Riverdale, NJ 07456
roostdyk@murphymckeonlaw.com

Jason Lampmann
Borough Administrator
One JCP&L Road
Butler, NJ 07405
ilampmann@butlerborouqh.com

Jersey Central Power & Liqht

300 Madison Avenue
PO Box 1911
Morristown, NJ 07962-1911

Gregory Eisenstark
Windels Marx Lane &Mittendorf, LLP
120 Albany Street Plaza
New Brunswick, NJ 08901
.qeisenstark@windelsmarx.com

Joshua R. Eckert, Esq.
Attomey
ieckert@firstenerqycorp.com
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Public Service Electric and Gas Company

PSEG Services Corporation
80 Park Plaza, T5G
PO Box 570
Newark, NJ 07102-4194

Matthew Weissman
Managing Counsel, State Regulatory
matthew.weissman@pse,q.com

Steven Swetz
Senior Director, Corporate Rates and
Revenue Requirements
stephen.swetz@pse.q.com

Michele Falcao
Regulatory Filings Supervisor
michele.falcao@pse,q.com

Caitlyn White
Regulatory Case Coordinator
caitlyn.white@pse,q.com

Michael McFadden
michael.mcFadden@pse.q.com

Bernard Smalls
bernard.smalls@pse,q.com

New Jersey Large Energy Users Coalition

Steven S. Goldenberg, Esq.
Giordano, Halleran & Ciesla, P.C.
125 Half Mile Road, Suite 300
Red Bank, NJ 07701-6777
s,qoldenber.q@.q hclaw.com

Paul F. Forshay, Esq.
Eversheds Sutherland (US) LLP
700 Sixth Street, NW, Suite 700
Washington, DC 20001-3980
paulforshay@eversheds-sutherland.com

Mark A. Mader
Director, Rates & Regulatory Affairs - NJ
mamader@firstenerqycorp.com

Tom Donadio
tdonadio@firstenerqycorp.com

Rockland Electric Company

4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003

Jane J. Quin, Vice President
quinia@coned.com

Margaret Comes
Associate Counsel
comesm@coned.com

John L. Carley
Associate General Counsel
carleyi@coned.com

Kelly Ziegler
zie.qlerk@coned.com

Kristen M. Barone
baronekr@oru.com

JoAnne Siebel
seibelio@oru.com

Cheryl Ruggerio
ru.q.qieroc@coned.com

PSEG Nuclear LLC

Grace H. Park
Deputy General Counsel and Chief Litigation
Counsel
PSEG Services Corporation
80 Park Plaza, T5D
Newark, New Jersey 07101-4194
.qrace.park@pse,q.com
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NRG Enerqy Exelon Generation Company, LLC

Jennifer Hsia, Esq.
Counsel
804 Carnegie Center
Princeton, NJ 08605
Jennifer.hsia@nr.q.com

PJM Power Providers Group

William Harla
Decotiis, Fitzpatrick, Cole & Giblin, LLP
Glenpointe Centre West
500 Frank W. Burr Boulevard
Teaneck, NJ 07666
wharla@decotiislaw.com

Alice Bergen, Esq.
aberqeb@decotislaw.com

Independent Market Monitor for PJM

Jeffrey W. Mayes, Esq.
General Counsel
Monitoring Analytics, LLC
2621 Van Buren Avenue, Suite 160
Eagleville, PA 19403
Jeffery. mayes@monitorin.qanalytics.com

Michael J. Ash, Esq.
Attorney for Monitoring Analytics, LLC
Carlin & Ward, PC
PO Box 751
25A Vreeland Road
Florham Park, NJ 07932
Michael.ash@carl inward.com

Jeanne J. Dworetzky
Assistant General Counsel
101 Constitution Avenue, NW, Suite 400E
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