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Dear Mr. Fakult:

I write regarding the Monmouth County Reliability Project (MCRP), the proposed 10-
mile, 230-kilovolt (kV) transmission line and substation enhancement project announced in June
2016 by Jersey Central Power and Light (JCP&L), a subsidiary of FirstEnergy. In light of recent
questions raised by the New Jersey Division of Rate Counsel and strong opposition from
communities along the proposed route, I respectfully request that FirstEnergy/JCP&L withdraw
the MCRP proposal.

As you know, last week, the state Rate Counsel submitted a number of comments on
MCRP to the NJ Board of Public Utilities (NJ BPU), raising questions about the necessity of the
project for meeting its proposed goal of increasing reliability of the portion of the grid serving
Monmouth County. For example, the Rate Counsel testimony described several technical
alternatives to the MCRP, which could improve reliability and satisfy the requirements of the
North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC), including the use of static var
compensators or static compensators; distributed generation; smart invertors; or smart grid
technologies. The feasibility and costs of these alternatives should be fully explored as they may
fulfill reliability requirements at lower cost. The use of these types of alternative technologies
may have the added benefit of avoiding the strong community opposition generated by the
proposed MCRP.

In addition to the questions and concerns raised by the Rate Counsel, there continues to
be opposition from communities along the proposed route. One of the issues raised by
community members is the impact this project could have on home values, specifically the poles
the plan states are necessary, which will be up to 210 feet tall in places. The height of the line is
in part due to requirements necessary to construct along the NJ Transit right-of-way (ROW). It
should be noted that NJ Transit has not yet granted FirstEnergy/JCP&L approval to construct
along its ROW.

When the concerns of the Rate Counsel are coupled with opposition from communities
along the proposed route, it is clear that the MCRP is not the best or most cost effective way to
increase reliability in Monmouth County. FirstEnergy/JCP&L should withdraw the MCRP
proposal. While NERC reliability requirements must be addressed, the company should explore
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other viable alternatives to meet those requirements in Monmouth County. The company should
examine all viable alternatives fully to ensure that we achieve the goal of enhanced reliability
through the most cost-effective means.
Thank you for your consideration of my request.
Sincerely,

WY

FRANK PALLONE,
Member of Congress

cc: Mr. Charles Jones, President & Chief Executive Officer, FirstEnergy



