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TO ALL PARTIES:

On December 26, 2025, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL) filed an
Emergency Petition for Clarification of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission’s
Opinion and Order entered December 24, 2025 (December 24 Order), at the above-
captioned docket. (Petition for Clarification). By the December 24 Order, the
Commission granted reconsideration to retain jurisdiction pending disposition on the
merits of the Office of Consumer Advocate’s Petition for Reconsideration and/or
Clarification and the Joint Solar Parties’ Petition for Clarification and Stay/Supersedeas
of the Commission’s Opinion and Order entered December 3, 2025 (December 3 Order)
at the above docket. December 24 Order at 2.

By its Petition, PPL requests, inter alia, that the Commission clarify that the
December 24 Order, did not grant a stay or supersedeas of the December 3 Order. On
December 29, 2025, Solar Energy Industries Association, SolarEdge Technologies, Inc.,
Sun Directed, Tesla, Inc., and Trinity Solar, LLC (Joint Solar Parties) filed an Answer to
the Petition, arguing that the December 24 Order constituted issuance of a stay which
would preclude PPL from installing its devices on January 1, 2026, or to launch its
Second DER Management Program on January 3, 2026 per a tariff supplement it may file
on or before January 2, 2026, as provided for in the December 3 Order. Answer at 4.
Also on December 29, 2025, the Office of Consumer Advocate filed an Answer to the
Petition, making similar arguments that the December 24 Order granted a stay.

Because the December 24 Order expressly granted reconsideration to retain
jurisdiction pending disposition of the merits of both the reconsideration and
clarification/supersedeas petitions, to the extent that Solar Parties and the OCA construed
this language to be a grant of stay/supersedeas due to the wording of the ordering
paragraphs, we clarify that no grant or denial of supersedeas has occurred pending review
on the merits of the petition. Since the Commission has not acted on the merits of either
of the petitions, as a matter of law, no stay or supersedeas has been granted.

See December 24 Order at 2.



Accordingly, PPL’s Petition for Clarification of the December 24, 2025
Opinion and Order entered at the above-captioned docket is granted.

In a related matter, on January 5, 2026, Joint Solar Parties filed a Motion to Strike
the Company’s compliance tariff supplement filed on January 2, 2026. Because we have
clarified that no stay of the proceeding has been ordered, the Motion of Joint Solar Parties
is denied.

Very truly yours,

%WZ. ?é%

Matthew L. Homsher
Secretary



