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February 15, 2026 

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 
 
Matthew Homsher, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Building 
400 North Street, 2nd Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
 

Re: PA Public Utility Commission, et al. v. PPL Electric Utilities Corporation 
 Docket Nos. R-2025-3057164, et al. 

Dear Secretary Homsher: 

Enclosed for filing please find the Solar Energy Industries Association and the 
Coalition for Community Solar Access (the “Joint Solar Advocates”) Answer in Support 
of PPL’s Motion to Sever the Maximum Registered Peak Load Proposal from the Base 
Rate Case in the above-captioned proceeding. 

 
Copies are being served in accordance with the attached Certificate of Service.  

Please contact me with any questions or concerns. 

Very truly yours, 

Alan M. Seltzer 

AMS/psm 
Enclosure 
cc: Certificate of Service  
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 SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION AND THE COALITION FOR 

COMMUNITY SOLAR ACCESS ANSWER IN SUPPORT OF PPL ELECTRIC 

UTILITIES CORPORATION’S MOTION TO SEVER THE MAXIMUM 

REGISTERED PEAK LOAD PROPOSAL FROM THE BASE RATE CASE 

The Solar Energy Industries Association (“SEIA”) and Coalition for Community Solar 

Access (“CCSA”) (together the “Joint Solar Advocates”), by and through their counsel, file this 

Answer in Support of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation’s (“PPL”) Motion To Sever The 

Maximum Registered Peak Load Proposal From The Base Rate Case (“Motion”) in the above-

captioned proceeding before the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (“Commission”). In 

support of the Motion, the Joint Solar Advocates answer as follows: 

I. Reasons to Grant the Motion 

1. The JSA generally concurs with the averments set forth in the Motion’s 

Introduction and Background on the issue that has necessitated the Motion.  Providing additional 

time for the JSA to perform discovery and respond to PPL’s significant augmentation and material 

corrections to its Direct Testimony via its recently filed Rejoinder Testimony is imperative if the 

Maximum Registered Peal Load Proposal (“MRPL”) is to be fairly litigated before the 

Administrative Law Judges (“ALJs”) and the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

(“Commission”).1  It is also critical that severing the MRPL issue from the balance of the pending 

 
1 Notwithstanding the JSA’s support for the Motion under the terms and relief requested in this Answer, the JSA 

fully intends to continue settlement negotiations with PPL and other parties in an attempt to resolve their differences 

on the MRPL and related issues in this proceeding. The JSA respectfully requests that if the Motion is granted by the 

ALJs, they acknowledge in that order that the relief granted is without prejudice to any settlement discussions that 

may be currently underway and/or any settlement of the MRPL issues that may later occur.  
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PPL base rate proceeding due to PPL’s late and substantial error corrections (i) not unduly 

postpone the litigation and resolution of this issue; (ii) not significantly expand the litigation 

process in the severed proceeding; and (iii) not materially increase the parties’ costs of resolving 

this issue.  At bottom, additional time not currently in the litigation schedule is needed for the JSA 

and potentially other impacted parties to conduct discovery on the newly presented PPL facts and 

analyses, allow JSA and other parties an opportunity to respond to this new testimony, allow PPL 

a final opportunity to respond to the JSA’s and other parties’ new testimony, and finally conduct 

hearings and briefing.  Due to the statutory time constraints associated with general rate cases, the 

JSA understands that additional time needed to fully litigate the MRPL issue cannot now be added 

to the existing schedule.  However, the MRPL issues were raised by PPL in a general rate 

proceeding and are appropriate for disposition with the same concise and efficient scheduling that 

is a standard part of such proceedings.        

 

2. After multiple rounds of served testimony, PPL served a 14-page rejoinder 

statement from witness Andrew Castanaro – longer than the witness’ direct testimony – that for 

eight (8) of the 14-pages does not focus on the JSA’s surrebuttal testimony.  Rather, Mr. 

Castanaro’s rejoinder testimony primarily corrects certain numbers relating to, among other 

things, the cancellation rate of customer-generator projects, related excess generation, etc.  These 

“corrections” and the new testimony regarding their claimed implications were the subjects of 

JSA’s initial discovery to PPL and the direct testimony of JSA witness Kevin Lucas filed months 

ago. 

3.  The JSA and its witnesses painstakingly evaluated all of PPL’s direct testimony on 

its MRPL proposal via extensive discovery leading to detailed Direct, Rebuttal and Surrebuttal 

testimony that critiqued the MRPL proposal and recommended adjustments to the proposal that 
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would resolve the Company’s and customers’ concerns regarding the future of customer-

generators to operate in the Commonwealth.   

4. PPL witness Castanaro’s rejoinder testimony is undeniably new PPL claimed 

support and justification for its MRPL proposal that the JSA is just now seeing for the first time 

and obviously has had no time to propound discovery on, evaluate and ultimately prepare a 

written response to.  

5. Importantly, and as noted above, PPL witness Castanaro’s rejoinder testimony and 

corrections are largely directed to JSA witnesses Lucas’ and Barnes’ previously submitted 

testimony, that included critiques and recommendations on adjusting the MRPL proposal, with 

limited responses to Customer Generator Coalition (“CGC”) witness Sharfman and Walmart 

witness Lyon. It is the JSA that will be most materially and adversely affected and deprived of its 

procedural due process rights if the scheduled evidentiary hearings next week proceed on the 

MRPL issues. 

6. In fact, the JSA cannot possibly be in a position to conduct the detailed and 

rigorous analysis required to properly and fully address the new testimony and defense of the 

MRPL reflected in Mr. Castanaro’s rejoinder testimony in time for the hearings scheduled for 

next week, in part because, absent placing the MRPL issues on a new procedural schedule, Mr. 

Lucas and Mr. Barnes will need to be in the hearing room waiting to be called as witnesses and 

be subjected to cross examination on issues that have now been newly defined and presented by 

PPL on the MRPL proposal on the eve of hearings.  

7. Fortunately, PPL and the JSA agree that a change to the existing litigation 

schedule is necessary to protect the JSA’s and other parties’ procedural due process rights 
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resulting from PPL’s corrections of its Direct testimony at the final stage of filing rejoinder 

testimony.  

8. Fundamental principles of equity and fairness – aside from affording the JSA its 

constitutional procedural due process rights – require that (i) the JSA witnesses be excused from 

attending the scheduled evidentiary hearings, offering any testimony and/or being cross-

examined and (ii) a new litigation scheduled be established allowing  appropriate time to conduct 

discovery, prepare responsive testimony and, if necessary, conduct new evidentiary hearings 

addressing the MRPL and related customer-generator issues.  

9. The JSA requests that any new schedule established in a severed proceeding adhere 

to expanding the remaining rejoinder phase of this proceeding to allow discovery of new PPL 

corrected data and updated analyses/positions so that the JSA is not disadvantaged by delay in 

resolution of these MRPL issues, consistent with the need to protect the parties’ constitutional 

procedural due process rights. The record to date on the MRPL issue should become the record of 

the severed proceeding, as supplemented by the response to PPL’s rejoinder testimony by the JSA 

and other parties and finally by PPL as noted above, and the evidentiary record of that proceeding 

should be completed as expeditiously as possible.  In addition to the record being ported into a 

severed proceeding, Party’s settlement positions should extend into the severed proceeding so any 

progress made in settlement to date is not lost.  

WHEREFORE, the Joint Solar Advocates respectfully request that the ALJs (i) grant 

PPL’s Motion To Sever The Maximum Registered Peak Load Proposal From The Base Rate Case, 

(ii)  direct the establishment of a schedule to complete the litigation of the MRPL issues that 

recognizes the advanced stage of the litigation of those issues to date, while protecting the due 

process rights of parties with an interest in this matter,  (iii) excuse PPL witness Castanaro, JSA 

witnesses Kevin Lucas and Justin Barnes and other witnesses who have addressed any issues 
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related to the MRPL proposal and related matters in their testimony from attending the hearings 

and standing for cross-examination next week and (iv) grant such other relief as may be just and 

reasonable. 

Respectfully submitted,  

        

       ________________________________ 

       Alan M. Seltzer (ID# 27890) 

John F. Povilaitis (ID# 28944) 

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney PC 

409 N. Second Street, Suite 500 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Phone: 717-237-4862 

Fax: 717-233-0852 

E-mail: alan.seltzer@bipc.com 

E-mail: john.povilaitis@bipc.com 

Dated: February 15, 2026 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of this filing has been served upon the following 

persons, in the manner indicated, in accordance with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54 

(relating to service by a participant). 

VIA EMAIL ONLY 

Deputy Chief Administrative Law  

       Judge Christopher P. Pell  

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission  

Office of Administrative Law Judge  

801 Market Street, 4th Floor  

Philadelphia, PA 19107  

cpell@pa.gov 

 

Administrative Law  

       Judge Barbara Shadie-Nause  

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission  

Office of Administrative Law Judge  

801 Market Street, 4th Floor  

Philadelphia, PA 19107  

bshadienau@pa.gov 

 

Kimberly A. Klock, Esquire  

Michael J. Shafer, Esquire  

PPL Services Corporation  

645 Hamilton Street, Suite 700  

Allentown, PA 18104  

kklock@pplweb.com  

mjshafer@pplweb.com 

David B. MacGregor, Esquire 

Garrett P. Lent, Esquire 

Anthony C. DeCusatis, Esquire 

Erin R. Kawa, Esquire 

Post & Schell, P.C. 

17 North Second Street, 12th Floor 

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1601 

dmacgregor@postschell.com 

glent@postschell.com 

adecusatis@postschell.com 

ekawa@postschell.com 

 

 

Devin T. Ryan, Esquire 

Alice A. Wade, Esquire  

Hayley E. Wilburn, Esquire  

Post & Schell, P.C.  

One Oxford Centre  

301 Grant Street, Suite 3010  

Pittsburgh, PA 15219  

dryan@postschell.com 

alice.wade@postschell.com 

hwilburn@postschell.com 

 

 

Joel H. Cheskis, Esquire 

Christy M. Appleby, Esquire  

Harrison W. Breitman, Esquire 

Jacob D. Guthrie, Esquire 

Josiah B. Harmar, Esquire 

Johnathan M. Longhurst, Esquire 

Office of Consumer Advocate  

555 Walnut Street 

Forum Place, 5th Floor  

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1923  

jcheskis@paoca.org 

cappleby@paoca.org 

hbreitman@paoca.org 

jguthrie@paoca.org 

jharmar@paoca.org 

jlonghurst@paoca.org 

OCA25PPLBRC@paoca.org 
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Michael A. Podskoch, Jr., Esquire 

Adam J. Williams, Esquire 

Bureau of Investigation and Enforecement 

Commonwealth Keystone Building  

400 North Street, 2nd Floor West 

P.O. Box 3265 

Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265  

mpodskoch@pa.gov 

adawilliam@pa.gov 

Rebecca Lyttle, Esquire 

Steven C. Gray, Esquire 

Office of Small Business Advocate 

Forum Place 

555 Walnut Street, 1st Floor 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

relyttle@pa.gov 

sgray@pa.gov 

Joseph L. Vullo, Esquire  
Burke Vullo Reilly Roberts  
1460 Wyoming Avenue  
Forty Fort, PA 18704  
jlvullo@bvrrlaw.com 

Levi A. Phillips, Equire 

Elizabeth R. Marx, Esquire 

Ria M. Pereira, Esquire 

John W. Street, Esquire 

Lauren N. Berman, Esquire 

Pennsylvania Utility Law Project 

118 Locust Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

pulp@pautilitylawproject.org 

 

Daniel A. Garcia, Esquire 
Brian Pulito, Esquire 

Sarah M. Rambin, Esquire 

Steptoe & Johnson, PLLC 

1 PPG Place, Suite 3300 

Pittsburgh, PA 15222 
Daniel.garcia@Steptoe-Johnson.com 
Brian.Pulito@Steptoe-Johnson.com 

sarah.rambin@Steptoe-Johnson.com 

 

Devin McDougall, Esquire 

Earthjustice 

1617 John F. Kennedy Blvd., Suite 2020 

Philadelphia, PA 19103 

dmcdougall@earthjustice.org 

 

Eric Joseph Epstein 

4100 Hillsdale Road 

Harrisburg, PA 17112 

epstein@efmr.org 

 

Lt. Colonel Carlos S. Ramirez-Vazquez 

John J. McNutt, Esquire 

U.S. Army Legal Services Agency 

Office of The Judge Advocate General 

9275 Gunston Road (JALS-TCAP) 

Fort Belvoir, VA 22060 

carlos.s.ramirezvazquez.mil@army.mil 

john.j.mcnutt.civ@army.mil 

 

Barry A. Naum, Esquire 

Steven W. Lee, Esquire 

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC 

110 Bent Creek Boulevard, Suite 101 

Mechanicsburg, PA 17050 

bnaum@spilmanlaw.com 

slee@spilmanlaw.com 

 

Jamie L. Martines, Esquire 

Spilman Thomas & Battle, PLLC 

301 Grant Street, Suite 3440 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

jmartines@spilmanlaw.com 
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Emma H. Bast, Esquire 

Jessica R. O’Neill, Esquire 

Citizens for Pennsylvania’s Future 

1429 Walnut Street, Suite 701 

Philadelphia, PA 19102 

bast@pennfuture.org 

oneill@pennfuture.org 

 

Deanne M. O’Dell, Esquire 

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott LLC 

213 Market Street, 8th Floor 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

dodell@eckertseamans.com 

 

 

Judith D. Cassel, Esquire 

Whitney E. Snyder, Esquire 

Micah R. Bucy, Esquire 

Kathryn C. Read-Fisher, Esquire 

HMS Legal LLP 

501 Corporate Circle, Suite 302 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

jdcassel@hmslegal.com 

wesnyder@hmslegal.com 

mrbucy@hmslegal.com 

kcr@hmslegal.com 

 

Lauren M. Burge, Esquire 

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott LLC 

600 Grant Street, 44th Floor 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

lburge@eckertseamans.com 

 

Todd S. Stewart, Esquire 

HMS Legal LLP 

501 Corporate Circle, Suite 302 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

tsstewart@hmslegal.com 

 

Renardo L. Hicks, Esquire 

Bryce R. Beard, Esquire 

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott LLC 

213 Market Street, 8th Floor 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

rhicks@eckertseamans.com 

bbeard@eckertseamans.com 

 

Mitchell H. Kizner, Esquire 

Flaster Greenberg PC 

1810 Chapel Avenue West 

Cherry Hill Township, NY 08002 

Mitchell.kizner@flastergreenberg.com 

 

Daniel B. Markind, Esquire 

1717 Arch Street, Suite 3300 

Philadelphia, PA 19103 

Daniel.Markind@Flastergreenberg.com 

 

Adeolu A. Bakare, Esquire 

McNees Wallace & Nurick 

100 Pine Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

abakare@mcneeslaw.com 

 

Victoria A. Geddis, Esquire 

McNees Wallace & Nurick 

170 N. Radnor Chester Road 

Suite 350 

Radnor, PA 19087 

vgeddis@mcneeslaw.com 
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Susan E. Bruce, Esquire 

Rebecca Kimmel, Esquire 

McNees Wallace & Nurick 

100 Pine Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17101 

sbruce@mcneeslaw.com 

rkimmel@mcneeslaw.com 

 

Michael Zimmerman, Esquire 

Environmental Defense Fund 

257 Park Avenue South 

New York, NY 10010 

mzimmerman@edf.org 

 

 

 

Date:  February 15, 2026   _________________________________________________ 

      Alan M. Seltzer 
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