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QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE
Please state your name and business address.
My name is Stanley R. Forczek, and my business address is National

Railroad Passenger Corporation, 30th Street Station, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19104.

What is your position with the National Railroad Passenger
Corporation?

| am the Director of Energy Management for the Northeast Corridor Strategic
Business Unit of the National Railroad Passenger Corporation (“Amtrak”). As
Director of Energy Management, | am responsible for the establishment and
development of Amtrak’s energy policies in the Northeast Corridor and
elsewhere. My responsibilities include the procurement and management of
Amtrak’s energy supplies and contractual administration for Amtrak’s sales of
traction power to commuter authorities. [ also coordinate the economic

dispatch of electric power for Amtrak’s traction power transmission system in

the Northeast Corridor.

Please describe your business experience and education.

A copy of my resume, including my professional experience and
qualifications is attached as Amtrak Exhibit 1 to this testimony. As my
resume indicate-s, | have been employed by Amtrak since 1973. | have held
a succession of managerial positions in the areas of finance and
administration, operations, and energy management. | hold a Bachelor's
Degree in accounting from Fairleigh Dickinson Univérsity and have
completed the Executive Masters Program at the University of Virginia's

Darden Graduate School of Business Administration. | also have completed



a Professional Development Program in Electrical Engineering Strategies in

The Restructured Environment at the University of lllinois.

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

What is the purpose of your testimony?

My testimony iJrges the Commission to approve the Joint Petition for
Settlement (“Joint Petition”) filed on March 23, 2000. My testimony will
explain why this multi-party settlement is in the public interest, and | will

briefly respond to the comments filed in opposition to the Joint Petition by

PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (“PPL").

What position has PPL taken with respect to the Amtrak-specific
provision in the Joint Petition?

In its Objections, which were filed on or about April 13, 2000, PPL briefly
refers to the provision in the Settlement giving Amtrak the option to buy out
any continﬁing obligation to pay competitive transition charges (“CTCs") to
PECO Energy Company (“PECQO”). PPL incorrectly implies that this lump
sum buy-out is a “concession or benefit” that has “no relation™ to the
proposed merger between PECO énd Unicom Corporation (“Unicom™). In
addition, PPL argues mistakenly that there is no evidence showing that the

fump sum buy-out provision is just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory.

Could you please summarize your testimony regarding PPL’s
Objections?

Yes. At the outset, | will describe Amtrak’s operationi's and PECO's role in
supplying traction power to Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor. My testimony will
then focus on four basic points. First, the lump sum buy-out provision

included in the proposed Settlement serves not only Amtrak’s interests, but
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also the broader public interest. If this global Settlement is approved by the
Commission and if the buy-out provision allows Amtrak to reduce its energy
costs, the ultimate beneficiaries will be the members of the public who rely on
Amtrak or on commuter authorities such as SEPTA, which purchase traction
power from Amtrak.

Second, the lump sum buy-out clause simply implements provisions in
PECO’s 1998 Electric Restructuring Settlement and in the Electricity
Generation Customer Choice and Competition Act which expressly authorize
such buy-outs. PECQO’s 1998 Restructuring Settlement was approved by the
Commission and found to be in the pijblic interest. Furthermore, PPL itself
was a signhatory to the 1998 Restructuring Settlement.

Third, Amtrak decided to negotiate a lump sum buy-out in this
proceeding, because the railroad recognized that the proposed merger and
restructuring would result in a change in corporate control, potentially
affecting PECQO’s future implementation of the buy-out provision. Amtrak
recognized that under the proposed merger and restructuring, although
PECOQ’s distribution and transmission unit still would have local management,
executives based in lllinois would _have final authority over the combined
company’s wires business. For that reason, Amtrak concluded that it would
be prudent to negotiate and lock in specific buy-out amounts prior to
consummation of the merger.

Fourth, contrary to PPL's assertions, the buy-out provision is not
unreasonable or discriminatory. Other eligible customers are free to
negotiate buy-outs of their own, subject to Commission approval.
Furthermore, none of the industrial or commercial customers grouped with
Amtrak in the Commission’s annual CTC reconciliation process has objected
to this aspect of the Settlement. To the contrary, all the industrial ratepayer

groups participating in this proceeding and all the State agencies
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representing ratepayers have signed on to the multi-party Settlement and are

suppotting this buy-out clause.

AMTRAK
What is Amtrak?
Amtrak is a national passenger railroad which was established by the Rail

Passenger Service Act of 1970 (Pub. L. No. 91-518, recodified at 49 U.S.C.
§ 24101, et seq.). In this legislation, which has been amended from time to
time, Congress has declared that: “Public convenience and necessity
require that Amtrak, to the extent its budget allows, provide modern, cost-
efficient, and energy-efficient intercity rail passenger transportation between
crowded urban areas and in other areas of the United States.” (49 U.S.C.
§ 24101(a).) Congress also declared that: “By using innovative operating
and marketing concepts, Amtrak shall provide intercity and commuter rail
passenger transportation that completely develops the potential of modern
rail transportation to meet the intercity and commuter passenger

transportation needs of the United States.” (Id. § 24101(b).)

Has Amtrak been directed by Céngress to move toward economic self-
sufficiency?

Yes. Amirak has been directed “to make agreements with the private sector
and undertake initiatives that are consistent with good business judgment
and designed to maximize its revenues and minimize Government
subsidies.” (49 U.S.C. § 24101(d).) In enacting the Amtrak Reform and
Accountability Act of 1997, Congress found that although “intercity rail
passenger service is an essential component of a national intermodal

passenger transportation system,” “immediate action is required to improve

Amtrak’s financial condition if Amtrak is to survive.” Section (2), Pub. L.

4-
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No. 105-134, 111 Stat. 2570, 2571 (1997), codified at 49 U.S.C. § 24101
(Historical Note). Congress also found that “all of Amtrak’s stakeholders”
must “participate in efforts to reduce Amtrak’s costs and increase its
revenues.” {Id.) My intent here is not to offer a legal interpretation of these
statutory provisions, but only to underscore the federal policy encouraging

Amtrak to move toward self-sufficiency.

Please describe Amtrak’s operations.

Amtrak provides rail service and operates intercity passenger trains serving
approximately 500 destinations in the continental United States and Canada.
A substantial percentage of Amtrak’s ridership occurs in an area known as
the Northeast Corridor between Washington, D.C. and Boston, which is
approximately 500 miles in length. Almost fifty percent (50%) of Amtrak’s
ridership takes place on the Northeast Corridor, which includes the line
running from Harrisburg to Philadelphia. The Northeast Corridor segment
between Washington D.C. and New York City is Amtrak's most active service

area, and Amtrak owns the right-of-way and the 25 Hertz transmission

system in that area.

On the Northeast Corridor segment between Washington, D.C. and New
York City, does PECO transmit or deliver traction power to Amtrak?
Yes. PECO is one of four utilities that deliver power used for traction
purposes to Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor between Washington, D.C. and
New York City. The four utilities are: PECO, PPL, Baltimore Gas And
Electric Company ("BGE"), and Consolidated Edisory of New York (“ConEd").
In the last several years, PECO has been the largest supplier of electric
power to this part of the Northeast Corridor, delivering approximately sixty

percent (60%) of Amtrak’s traction load. In the aggregate, Amtrak purchases
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approximately 600,000 megawatt hours annually from or through these

utilities.

How is the traction power delivered by these four electric utilities
transmitted and distributed to Amtrak’s trains?

Amtrak owns and operates its own electrical infrastructure, which includes
approximately 1200 miles of catenary lines and over 970 miles of
transmission lines. This infrastructure is used not only to deliver power to the
Amtrak track segments where it is required, but also to supply power to
various commuter authorities for operations on and off the Northeast
Corridor. Furthermore, Amtrak’s transmission system forms a fully
connected grid. Power is supplied to the grid at a number of delivery points,

but is commingled over a single set of Amtrak lines.

Has this Commission ever recognized the fact that Amtrak has a unique
transmission system which effectively bisects the service territories of
several utilities?

Yes. In July, 1994, this Commission issued an order granting a letter petition
filed by PECO, which requested abproval of a special contract for electric
service for Amtrak pursuant to PECO's Tariff Rule 4.6. Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission v. PECO Energy Co., P-00940832 (July 7, 1994). In

granting PECO's letter petition, the Commission explicitly recognized certain

attributes of Amtrak's operating practices and electric transmission system.

Specifically, the Commission noted that:

Amtrak's operating dpractices have recently permitted the
company to take a vantage of competitive alternatives to
much of the service PECO Energy has historically
supplied to Amtrak . ... Amitrak owns and operates
electric power lines that are like PECO Energy's
transmission lines. These transmission lines pass
through PECO Energy's service territory, as well as

-6-
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passing through and interconnecting with other electric

utility service territories in the Northeast corridor.

Amtrak's internal transmission system allows Amtrak to

urchase electricity from any utility to which it is

interconnected and to transmit or wheel Fo_wer to its main

load centers. In order to efficiently supply its system,

Amtrak must continuously wheel power throughout its

system.
What percentage of the traction power delivered by PECO, PPL, BGE
and ConEd is then sold by Amtrak to the various commuter authorities?
On the interconnected grid between Washington, D.C. and New York City,
which includes the line from Harrisburg to Philadelphia, Amtrak uses
approximately 50 percent of the traction power that it purchases. The
remaining 50 percent of this pooled power is sold to the various commuter

authorities, including SEPTA.

For train operations, does Amtrak utilize the same 60 Hertz three-phase
power used by all or nearly all of PECO’s customers?

No. Both Amtrak and the commuter authorities purchasing power from
Amtrak operate their trains on 25 Hertz, single-phase power. Except for a
portion of the power generated for‘ Amtrak at the Safe Harbor hydroelectric
facility, the utilities serving Amtrak generate and supply their electricity as

60 Hertz, three-phase power. That electric power then has to be converted
to the special 25 Hertz, single-phase traction power needed for Amtrak’s and
the commuter railroads’ operations. This is done through seven frequency
converter facilities (two of which are owned by Amtrak and five of which are
owned by electric utilities or their affiliates, including the unit at Safe Harbor).
Each frequency conventer facility interconnects with 80 Hertz transmissidn
lines owned by the utilities and ranging in size from 13.2 kV to 60 kV to

138 kV to 230 kV.
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Which commuter authorities purchase traction power from Amtrak?
SEPTA, New Jersey Transit, DelDOT (for extended SEPTA service), and the
Maryland Department of Transportation (“MDOT" or “MARC?") all purchase

25 Hertz traction power from Amtrak. The power supplied by Amtrak is used -

for commuter operations on and off the Northeast Corridor. SEPTA and all
of the commuter authorities other than DelDOT also purchase traction power

from or through their local electric utilities for operations on other lines off the

Northeast Corridor.

THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT

Does Amtrak support the proposed Settlement?

Yes. Amtrak actively participated in the negotiation of the Settlement
and fully supports it. The proposed Settlement contains many
elements which are in the public interest. If approved, this Settlement
would require $200 million in rate reductions, would extend the rate
cap for an additional 18 months (until Décember 31, 2006}, and would
require PECO to make reliability improvements. These core provisions

of the Settlement extend over many years and will benefit all PECO

customers, including Amtrak.

Does this proposed Settlement also contain a provision that applies
solely to Amtrak?

Yes. Paragraph 67 and Appendix F of the Joint Petition give Amtrak options
to buy out any remaining obligation to pay CTCs to PECO. Under these
provisions, any buy-out by Amtrak would be completély voluntary. Amtrak
may elect to take a buy-out, and under the proposed Settiement, the amount

paid to PECO would depend upon the date on which the option was

exercised.



(WY}

LS - . T = AN . IR N

10
11
12
13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

How were these buy-out amounts determined?

The dollar amounts specified in the Settlement were negotiated based upon
the framework established in PECO’s 1998 Restructuring Settlement, which
was approved by this Commission. The buy-out amounts were calculated
using a projected traction power growth rate of 0.4 percent per year and then
estimating the present value of the Amtrak’s expected CTC payments to
PECO. Under the methodology set forth in the 1998 Restructuring Petition,

the projected CTC revenue stream was then discounted back using PECO's

after-tax cost of capital.

Is this lump sum buy-out consistent with Commission policy?

Yes. PECO’s 1998 Electric Restructuring Settlement expressly authorizes
PECO and customers to negotiate a mutually acceptable lump sum buy-out
of transition charges (See 1998 Restructuring Petition at 21 (April 29, 1998)).
PPL was itself a signatory to that 1998 Petition. In addition, the Electricity
Generation Customer Choice and Competition Act, 66 Pa.C.S. § 2808(b),
authorizes “alternative” payment methodologies. The Act provides that CTCs
generally may be collected for a maximum of nine (9) years after the effective
date of the Act, but this does not apply if “an alternative payment
methodology is mutually agreed upon by the customer and the utility . . . "
(Id. § 2808(b)). My intent here is not to offer a legal interpretation of this
provision or of the 1998 Restructuring Settlement, but simply to point out that
both the Commission and the General Assembly already have determined
that it is in the public interest to give customers an alternative to paying CTCs

throughout a utility’s transition period.
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Apart from these prior determinations, is this lump sum buy-out
provision in the public interest?

Yes. |f Amtrak is able to use one of the options granted by this Settlement,
and if this action reduces Amtrak’s energy costs, this cost reduction would be
in the public interest. -In providing intercity passenger service, Amirak itself
serves the public. In addition, any actions which reduce Amtrak’s operating
costs are consistent with federal law, which encourages Amtrak to move
toward self-sufficiency and reduce its dependence on government subsidies.

Amtrak also supplies traction power to SEPTA and other commuter

authorities. Typically, at least some of the traction power cost savings
obtained by Amtrak are passed through to the commuter authorities. Any :
cost reductions obtained by Amtrak through a buy-out should therefore |
benefit commuters who are dependent upon these regional authorities, as

well as taxpayers who provide financial support for these entities. In short, if

Amtrak is able to reduce its energy costs, the beneficiaries would include
taxpayers and members of the public who rely upon Amtrak, SEPTA, and the

other commuter authorities purchasing traction power from Amtrak.
Is the lump sum buy-out provision a concession or benefit that is

|
unrelated to PECO’s proposed merger and restructuring? {
No. Amtrak sought this benefit in this proceeding because Amtrak !
recognized that the proposed transaction would result in a change of control. J;
No longer would decisions relating to PECO’s transmission and distribution
system be made solely by local management. Amtrak assumed that after
consummation 6f the merger, executives based in [llinois would have final
approval authority over significant decisions. In order to ensure that the
railroad obtained the full benefit of the Pennsylvania legisiation and the 1998

Restructuring Settlement, Amtrak concluded that it would be beneficial to

-10-



negotiate and lock in the terms for lump sum buy-out now, before the change

in control occurs.

Is the option for a lump-sum buyout unreasonable or discriminatory?
This element of the Settlement is not unreasonable or discriminatory. Other
eligible customers are free to negotiate with PECO for a lump sum buy-out.
Nothing in this Settlement precludes future buyouts involving other
customers. Furthermore, the only parties even possibly affected by this
buyout provision are other industrial and commercial customers of PECO,
which are or will be grouped with Amtrak for CTC reconciliation purposes.
As explained above, however, the customer groups and State agencies
representing these ratepayers have joined the proposed Settlement and
therefore are supporting the lump sum buy-out provision. Only PPL, which
has no apparent economic interest in this matter, has questioned this

provision. For the reasons explained above, PPL’'s concerns are misguided.

Does that conclude your testimony?

Yes.

-11-




Stanley R. Forczek
209 Canterbury Place
Williamstown, New Jersey 08094
Days, (215) 349-1580 * Evenings, (856) 262-0724

E-mail: forczes@amtrak.com OF slorczek @aol.com

QUALIFICATIONS SUMMARY

Record of success in developing and implementing innovative, strategic programs with a strong
commitment to maximizing business development and growth. Proven ability in providing visionary
leadership, insightful business analysis, and strategies leading toward revenue enhancement and

increased profitability.

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY

AMTRAK (National Railroad Passenger Corporation) 1973 - Present

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA

Director - Energy Management 1990 - Present

Establish and direct strategic planning and implementation of energy supply policies and programs.
Developed national energy initiative to reduce costs, enhance revenue and increase profitability while
managing risk and maintaining regulatory integrity. Negotiate supply agreements with State
commuter agencies for the resale of electricity. Implemented a national solicitation process for
energy commodities and services. Negotiate all energy commodity supply, interconnection and
operating agreements with energy suppliers and distribution companies. Administrate all activities
dealing with the business development of an independent and integrated regional transmission
network and infrastructure. Established policy for monetization of energy assets and partnering with
major energy players on cogeneration and related energy service projects.

* Possess a thorough understanding of energy market issues such as pricing, retail
competition, restructuring activities, transmission costs and constraints, and regulatory laws

governing the marketing of an energy product.
* Familiar with ISO/PX activities and transactions.

Director- Operations Support and Compliance 1986 - 1990

Developed and administrated a corporate operations audit function; developed and provided
leadership for system design projects; coordinated development of operating systems for
management reporting needs; chaired steering committees for the development of several corporate

policies.
* Designed reporting system and supporting contracts for equipment fleet fueling.

Director- Finance and Administration 1980 - 1986

Directed operational and financial planning functions; provided leadership and counseled executive
staff on operating and financial performance; created and directed administrative functions of
correspondence control, records management and space coordination.

Prior Positions - Manager Budgets and Cost Control 1976 - 1980
Supervisor of Property Accounting 1973 - 1976

JEFFREY MARTIN INC.

UNION, NEW JERSEY
(Pharmaceuticals, Advertising)
Controfter 1972 - 1973



INTERPHOTO CORPORATION

LONG ISLAND CITY, NEW YORK
(Electronics, Photographic Equipment)
Manager of General Accounting 1971 - 1972

VOGUE WRIGHT STUDIOS

NEW YORK, NEW YORK

(Graphic Arts, Advertising, Photographic Arts)
Assistant Controller 1969 - 1971

WORTHINGTON CORPORATION
HARRISON, NEW JERSEY
(Manufacturing Heavy Equipment)
Accounting Manager 1964 - 1969

EDUCATION
e Fairleigh Dickinson University BS — Accounting
e Darden Graduate School of Business Administration Executive MBA Program
University of Virginia
« University of lllinois Professional Development Program - Electrical Engineering
Strategies



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this 3rd day of May, 2000, served the foregoing

document upon the parties listed below via email and first class mail delivery, postage prepaid:

Eric Joseph Epstein

Tri County OIC

2107 North Sixth Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717) 238-7318

(717) 238-6251 Fax
email:eepstein@igc.apc.org
(Pro Sey

Tanya McCloskey, Esquire

Irwin Popowsky, Esquire

Office of Consumer Advocate

555 Walnut Street

Forum Place 5th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717)783-5048 -

(717) 783-7152 Fax

email: paoca@ptd.net

(Counse] for Office of Consumer Advocate)

John Hanger. Esquire

212 Locust Court, Suite 410

Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717)214-7920

(717)214-7927 Fax

email: hanger @pennfuture.org
(Counsel for Citizens for Pennsylvania’s
Future)

Kenneth L. Mickens, Esquire
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Office of Trial Staff

P.O. Bex 3265

901 North 7th Street, 3rd Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265
(717)787-1976

(717) 772-2677 Fax

email: mickens@puc.state.pa.us
(Counsel for Office of Trial Staff)

David Kleppinger, Esquire
Charis M. Burak, Esquire
McNees, Wallace & Nurick
100 Pine Street, P.O. Box 1166
Harrisburg, PA 17108-1166
(717) 232-8000
(717) 237-5300 Fax
email: dkleppin@mwn.com
: cburak@mwn.com
(Counsel for Philadelphia Area Industrial
Energy Users Group & Industrial Energy
Consumers of Pennsylvania)

Christopher B. Craig, Esquire
Senate Democratic Committee on
Appropriations

Room 545, Main Capitol Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120

(717) 787-5662

(717) 783-5210 Fax

email: ccraig@dem.pasen.gov
(Céunsel for Senator Fumo)

Craig A. Doll, Esquire

214 State Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717) 230-9555

(717) 230-8534 Fax

email: cdoll76342 @aol.com
(Counsel for Connectiv Energy)

Honorable Allyson Y. Schwartz
Room 182

Main Capital Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120-3004
(717) 787-1427

(717) 772-0572 Fax

email: schwartz@dem.pasen.gov



James H. Cawley, Esquire

Rhoads& Sinon

i2th Floor

One South Market Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717) 233-5731

(717) 231-6600 Fax

email: jcawley @rhoads-sinon.com
(Counsel for Mid-Atlantic Power Supply)

Daniel Clearfield, Esquire

Wolf, Block, Schorr & Solis-Cohen

Suite 300, 212 Locust Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717) 237-7173

(717)237-7161 Fax

email: dclearfield@wolfblock.com
(Counsel for Enron Energy Services, Inc.)

Michael Fiorentino, Esquire

105 North Front Street, Suite 106
Harrisburg, PA 17101

(717) 230-8807

(717) 230-8808 Fax

email: mfioren @ paonline.com
(Counsel for Clean Air Counsel)

Joseph Otis Minott, Esquire

135 South 19th Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 567-4004

(215) 567-5791 Fax

email: joe_minott@cleanair.org
{Counsel for Clean Air Counsel)

Patricia J. Clark, Esquire
Norbert I. Smith, Esquire
Allegheny Energy Supply Company, LLLC
Roseytown
RR 12, Box 1000
Greensburg, PA 15601
(724) 838-6217
(724) 830-5184 Fax
email: pclark @alleghenyenergy.com
: nsmith? @alleghenyenergy.com
(Counsel for Allegheny Energy)

John L. Munsch, Esquire

Deborah J. Henry, Esquire

Allegheny Power

800 Cabin Hill Drive

Greensburg, PA 15601-1689

(724) 838-6210

(724) 838-6177 Fax

email: jmunsch@alleghenyenergy.com
: dhenryl @alleghenyenergy.com

(Counsel for Allegheny Power)

John L. Hall, Esquire

Unruh, Turner, Burke & Frees
P.O. Box 515

West Chester, PA 19381-0515
(610) 692-1371

(610) 692-1379 Fax

email: jhall@utbf.com

(Counsel for Wallace Township)

Gregory J. Pastore

619 Pemberton Street
Philadelphia, PA 19147
215-923-0425 Fax

email: gregpastore@yahoo.com

Patricia McNamara

6048 Ogontz Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19141
(215) 424-8045 Fax

email: cepal966@aol.com



Paul R. Forshay, Esquire

Gregory K. Lawrence, Esquire
Sutheriand Asbill & Brennan LLP
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2415
(202) 637-3593 Fax

email: glawrence @sablaw.com
(Counsel for Shell Energy Services
Company, L.L..C.)

Amy Gold, Esquire

Shell Energy Services Co., L.I..C.
P.O. Box 4402

Houston, TX 77210

(713) 241-8941 Fax

email: amygold @shellus.com
(Counsel for Shell Energy Services
Company, L.L.C.)

John Halsted, Esquire

Gawthrop, Greenwood & Halsted

119 Norih High Street

West Chester, PA 19381

(610) 696-8225 -

(610) 344-0922 Fax

email: gghlaw@gawthrop.com

(Counsel for East Brandywine Township)

Paul R. Bonney, Esquire

Ward .. Smith, Esquire

Kent D. Murphy, Esquire

PECO Energy Company

2301 Market Street

P.0. Box 8699

Philadelphia, PA 19101-8699
(215) 841-4254

(215) 568-3389 Fax

email: pbonney@peco-energy.com
(Counsel for PECO Energy Company)

Thomas P, Gadsden, Esquire

Anthony C. DeCusatis, Esquire
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, LLP

1701 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103-2921

(215) 963-5234

(215) 963-5299 Fax

email: gads5234@mlb.com

(Counsel for PECO Energy Company)

Peter Meadows Adels, Esquire

Charles McPhedran, Esquire

117 South 17th Street, Suite 1801
Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 569-9637 Fax

email: meadowsadels @ pennfuture.org
(Counsel for Citizens for Pennsylvania’s
Future)

Paul Russell, Esquire

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company
Two North Ninth Street

Allentown, PA 19101

(610) 774-6726 Fax

email: perussell @papl.com

(Counsel for PP&L)

Donald A. Kaplan, Esquire

Leanne M. Bober, Esquire

Preston, Gates Ellis & Rouvelas Meeds LLP
Suite 500

1735 New York Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 331-1024 Fax

email: donk @prestongates.com

(Counsel for PP&L)

Philip Anton Bertocci, Esquire
Community Legal Services, Inc.
1424 Chestnut Street, 4th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2505
(215) 981-3702

.(215) 981-0434 Fax

email: pbertocci @clsphila.org
{(Counsel for CEPA, et al.)

NN



Gerald Gornish, Esquire
Kevin Moody, Esquire
Wolf, Block, Schorr & Solis-Cohen
1650 Arch Street, 22nd Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 977-2000
(215) 405-3718 Fax
email: ggornish@wolfblock.com
- kmoody @wolfblock.com
(Counsel for Enron Energy Services, Inc.)

Robert Jaffe, Esquire

Room 588

City Hall

Philadelphia, PA 19107

(215) 686-1927 Fax

email: lagranger@aol.com

(Counsel for Councilman David Cohen)

Joseph A. Dworetzky, Esquire

Hangley Aronchick Segal & Pudin

One Logan Square, 27th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6933

(215) 496-7054

(215) 568-0300 Fax

email: mah@hangley.com

(Counsel for Mid-Atlantic Power Supply)

Carville B. Collins, Esquire

Piper Marbury Rudnick & Wolfe

6225 Smith Avenue

Baltimore, MD 21209-3600

(410) 580-4125

(410) 580-3794 Fax

ernail: carville.collins@piperrudnick.com
(Counsel for Newenergy East, L.I..C.}




