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RECEIVED

Dear Secretary Camacho-Welch:

In accordance with N.J.A.C. 1:1-12.2(b), Public Service Electric and Gas Company

("PSE&G" or "Company") submits this letter in opposition to the March 8, 2019 Motion for

Reconsideration filed by the Direct Energy companies, as well as NRG Energy, Inc., Just Energy

Group Inc., and Centrica Business Solutions (collectively, the "Movants"). The Movants seek

reconsideration of the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities’ ("BPU" or "Board") February 27,

2019 Order ("February 2019 Order") granting interlocutory review of, but ultimately affirming,

Commissioner Dianne Solomon’s January 22, 2019 Order ("January 2019 Order") denying the

Movants intervenor status in this proceeding, while granting them participant status. PSE&G is

enclosing an original and two copies &this letter response. Kindly stamp one of those copies

filed and return it in the enclosed, self-addressed envelope. Copies of this filing are being served

via electronic mail on the parties listed on the attached service list.

As more fully described below, PSE&G respectfully requests that the Board deny
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The l~iovant~’ Reconsiderati*)n Motion is Improper

RuIe i4:1-8.6(a) states: "A mofi~ for ~he~ng, rear~me~, or r~onside~n o~
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fil]~g, ld, at p, g. AS the r~d ~y ~t~; ~%dminls~alive e~ci~’~y must
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Conclusion

The Board should summarily reject the Movants’ motion for reconsideration because

three bites at the apple are not permitted under the Board’s regulations. Even if the Board were

to entertain the Movants’ application one last time, it is clear that they have failed to demonstrate

that the BPU’s February 2019 Order was irrational, arbitrary, capricious, or palpably incorrect.

Rather, the Board, like Commissioner Solomon before it, carefully considered the Movants’

interest in this proceeding, properly considered the statutory and regulatory context, and

appropriately exercised its discretion by granting the Movants participant status. The motion

should be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: March 18, 2019

cc:    Service List (via e-mail only)

By:

Matthew M. Weissman
Justin B. lncardone
PSEG Services Corporation
80 Park Plaza - T5
Newark, New Jersey 07102-4194
Ph: (973) 430-7052
matthew.weissman~,pse ~.com
iustln.incardone~pse~.com
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