BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Application of PPL Electric Utilities
Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code

Chapter 57 Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) :

Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the
Existing Sunbury-Susquehanna #1 230 kV
Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles
of New Transmission Line Tap for Future
230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise
Approximately 0.5 Miles of the Sunbury-

Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and :

(4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-

Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future :

Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in

Black Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, :
and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County, :

Pennsylvania

Petition of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation :

For Findings That A Structure To Shelter
Electrical And Control Equipment At The
Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In
Nescopeck Township, Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For
The Convenience Or Welfare Of The Public

Application of PPL Electric Utilities
Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For
A Finding And Determination That The
Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant

Through Its Proposed Exercise Of The Power :

Of Eminent Domain To Acquire Certain
Portions Of Lands in Hazle Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The
Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf
500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is
Necessary Or Proper For The Service,

Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of :

The Public

A-2026-3061547

P-2026-3061609

A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550
A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552
A-2026-3061553, A-2026-3061554
A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556
A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560
A-2026-3061561, A-2026-3061562
A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566
A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568
A-2026-3061569, A-2026-3061570
A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572
A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578
A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581
A-2026-3061582, A-2026-3061583
A-2026-3061584, A-2026-3061585



ORDER
DENYING RENEWED MOTION FOR CONSOLIDATION AND
STAYING THE PROCEEDING

This Order denies the Office of Consumer Advocate’s Renewed Motion for
Consolidation of Dockets A-2025-3059443 and A-2026-3061547. This Order also stays the
proceedings at Docket Nos. A-2026-3061547, P-2026-3061609, and A-2026-3061549 et al.

RELEVANT HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING

A-2026-3061547, P-2026-3061609, A-2026-3061549 et al

On April 6, 2026, PPL filed an Application with the Commission for approval to:
(1) rebuild approximately 4.4 miles of the existing single-circuit Sunbury-Susquehanna #1 230
kV Transmission Line for double-circuit 230 kV operation (Susquehanna-Nescopeck #1 and #2
230 kV Transmission Lines) from the existing Susquehanna Switchyard to the proposed
Nescopeck 230 kV Switchyard (Nescopeck Switchyard); (2) construct a new approximately 0.9-
mile-long 230 kV transmission line tap for future 230 kV double-circuit operation (Sunbury-
Nescopeck #1 230 kV Transmission Line) from the existing single-circuit Sunbury-Susquehanna
#1 230 kV Transmission Line to the new Nescopeck Switchyard; (3) raise approximately 0.5
miles of the Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line to accommodate the
undercrossing of the proposed Susquehanna-Nescopeck #1 and #2 230 kV Transmission Lines
and the proposed Sunbury-Nescopeck #1 230 kV Transmission Line; and (4) construct a new
11.2-mile-long 230 kV transmission line (Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line) for future
double-circuit 500 kV capacity between the proposed Nescopeck Switchyard, new Tomhicken
Switchyard, and the existing Harwood 230/69 kV Substation.

Also on April 6, 2026, PPL filed: (1) a Petition for findings that a structure to
shelter electrical and control equipment at the proposed Nescopeck Switchyard in Nescopeck
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania is reasonably necessary for the convenience or welfare
of the public, at Docket No. P-2026-3061609; and (2) 30 Applications under 15 Pa.C.S. §
1511(c) for a finding and determination that the service to be furnished by the applicant through
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its proposed exercise of the power of eminent domain to acquire a certain portion of the lands of
various entities in Hazle Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for the Sugarloaf 500/230
kV Transmission Line project associated with the proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission
Line project is necessary or proper for the service, accommodation, convenience, or safety of the
public, at Docket Nos. A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552,
A-2026-3061553, A-2026-3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-
2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561, A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-
2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-
2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576, A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-
2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-
2026-3061585.

Motion for Consolidation
On May 7, 2026, the OCA filed a Motion for Consolidation of Dockets A-2025-
3059443! and A-2026-3061547 (Consolidation Motion) at Docket Nos. A-2025-3059443, A-

2026-3061547, P-2026-3061609, and A-2026-3061549.

On May 27, 2026, PPL filed an Answer to the Consolidation Motion at Docket
Nos. A-2025-3059443 and A-2026-3061547.

The OCA’s Consolidation Motion was denied by orders entered on June 18, 2026,
and June 24, 2026, respectively.

! On December 19, 2025, PPL filed a Letter of Notification (LON) with the Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Sections 57.72(d)(1)(iii) and (vi), to build approximately 1.1 miles of
new double-circuit 230 kilovolt (kV) transmission taps (Tap Lines). PPL states that the Tap Lines are needed to
connect the existing Susquehanna-Harwood #1 & #2 230 kV Transmission Lines to the new Tomhicken 230 kV
Switchyard (Project). The Project also includes the construction of two new 0.1-mile-long 230 kV transmission
lines (Connecting Lines) from the Tomhicken 230 kV Switchyard to a new customer-owned 230-34 kV substation.
The new Connecting Lines, Tap Lines and Tomhicken 230 kV Switchyard are located in Hazle Township, Luzerne
County, Pennsylvania.



Motion to Deny Applications/Petition Without Prejudice
On May 19, 2026, Erika Cook filed a Motion to Deny Applications/Petition
Without Prejudice (Cook Motion) at Docket Nos. A-2025-3059443, A-2026-3061547, P-2026-

3061609, and A-2026-3061549.>

On June 8, 2026, PPL filed an Answer to the Cook Motion at Docket No. A-2025-
3059443.

On June 23, 2026, we issued an order denying the Cook Motion.

Prehearing Conference

On June 18, 2026, the Commission issued a Telephonic Prehearing Conference

Notice, which set the Prehearing Conference to be held on July 10, 2026.

On June 24, 2026, we issued a Prehearing Conference Order.

On July 10, 2026, the Prehearing Conference convened as scheduled.

On July 15, 2026, we issued a Scheduling Order.

Renewed Motion for Consolidation

On August 7, 2026, OCA filed a Renewed Motion for Consolidation of Dockets
A-2025-3059443 and A-2026-3061547 (Renewed Consolidation Motion).

On August 27, 2026, PPL filed an Answer to the Renewed Consolidation Motion.

2 Ms. Cook is a named party in one of thirty Eminent Domain Applications PPL filed on April 6,

2026, at Docket No. A-2026-3061557, respectively.



OCA’s Renewed Consolidation Motion is now ripe for discussion and disposition.

DISCUSSION

The Commission’s regulation pertaining to consolidation states in relevant part:

§ 5.81. Consolidation

(a) The Commission or presiding officer, with or without
motion, may order proceedings involving a common question of
law or fact to be consolidated. The Commission or presiding
officer may make orders concerning the conduct of the
proceeding as may avoid unnecessary costs or delay.

52 Pa. Code § 5.81(a).

In addition to considering whether proceedings involve a common question of law

or fact, Administrative Law Judges customarily consider the following factors:
1. Will the presence of additional issues cloud a determination
of the common issues?

2. Will consolidation result in reduced costs of litigation and
decision-making for the parties and the Commission?

3. Do issues in one proceeding go to the heart of an issue in the
other proceeding?

4. Will consolidation unduly protract the hearing, or produce a
disorderly and unwieldy record?

5. Will different statutory and legal issues be involved?

6. Does the party with the burden of proof differ in the
proceedings?

7. Will consolidation unduly delay the resolution of one of the
proceedings?

8. Will supporting data in all proceedings be repetitive?



Matterns Floral c/o Michelle Valentino Bedford v. UGI Utils, Inc., Docket No. C-2025-3056200
(Interim Order issued Oct. 16, 2025); Thomas v. Phila. Gas Works, Docket No. C-2017-2621275
(Order Consolidating the Complaints issued Feb. 6, 2018); Yaglidereliler Corp., LLC v. Blue
Pilot Energy, LLC, Docket No. C-2014-2413732 (Order Consolidating Proceedings issued

Feb. 17, 2015); Holloway v. PECO Energy Co., Docket No. C-2010-2182180 (Ordering
Consolidation Proceedings issued May 19, 2011); Application of PPL Electric Utilities
Corporation Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57, Subchapter G, For Approval of the
Siting and Construction of the Effort Mountain #1 and #2 138 kV Taps in Chestnuthill and Polk
Townships, Monroe County, Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2010-2152104 (Order Consolidating
Proceedings issued Mar. 11, 2010).

No single consideration, nor group of these considerations, is dispositive of a
consolidation, any more so than the presence of a common question of law or fact. Rather, the
evaluation of all of them and a balancing of those favoring and disfavoring consolidation is

required. /d.

We denied OCA’s previous Consolidation Motion in our Order Denying
Consolidation. Although we acknowledged that OCA presented credible arguments favoring
consolidation, on balance, we found that the factors disfavoring consolidation outweigh those
favoring consolidation. Specifically, consolidating the proceedings would eliminate the
abbreviated LON process; it is not clear that evidence over both proceedings will be unduly
repetitive; combining the LON proceeding into Phase 2 risks producing a disorderly and
unwieldy record where Phase 2 already contains a number of distinct issues to be evaluated;
consolidating proceedings would delay Phase 1 for an undetermined amount of time; and PPL
avers the Phase 1 customer will independently require Phase 1 regardless of the outcome of

Phase 2.

OCA filed its Renewed Consolidation Motion, averring that additional facts

supporting consolidation have emerged since its Consolidation Motion was denied.



OCA states that consolidation of Phase 1 and Phase 2 proceedings would not alter
the applicable burden of proof for either project, nor would it require PPL to submit additional
evidence, and the Commission could consider both projects in a single consolidation proceeding
under separate standards. OCA also notes that land-use litigation remains ongoing regarding the

project to be served by Phase 1. Renewed Consolidation Motion at 9-11.

OCA also avers that public input testimony demonstrates that maintaining
separate Phase 1 and Phase 2 proceedings has created confusion, caused distrust of the
Commission’s review process, and showed that the two Phases cannot be meaningfully evaluated

separately. Renewed Consolidation Motion at 12-13.

Finally, OCA avers that discovery confirms that Phase 1 and Phase 2 projects are
inextricably interdependent and should be considered together. OCA states that, although PPL
does not directly admit that it designed Phase 1 and Phase 2 concurrently, multiple admissions
from PPL’s own discovery responses establish such a conclusion as outlined by OCA witness

Konidena. Renewed Consolidation Motion at 13-19.

PPL opposes OCA’s Renewed Consolidation Motion. PPL avers that OCA is
raising the same arguments in support of consolidation that it did in its Consolidation Motion,
and additional discovery or testimony adds nothing new to its prior arguments. PPL also avers
that the Renewed Consolidation Motion is a procedurally improper attempt to circumvent its

failure to seek interlocutory review of our Order Denying Consolidation.

We again acknowledge that OCA presents valid arguments in support of
consolidation. However, we again confirm that, on balance, the factors disfavoring consolidation

outweigh those factors that favor consolidation.

OCA'’s Renewed Consolidation Motion responds to several of the factors we cited
in our Order Denying Consolidation disfavoring consolidation. Regarding eliminating the
abbreviated LON process, OCA did not cite any new factors not already considered in our Order

Denying Consolidation. We maintain that a LON proceeding is designed to provide an



abbreviated process in comparison to a full siting application. Positioning the Commission to
consider both projects in a single proceeding does not address the delay that consolidation would

cause to evaluating the LON.

Although OCA presents a proposal for how the proceedings could be
consolidated,® we cannot ignore that evidentiary hearings in Phase 1 were held on September 17
and 18, 2026. To consolidate the proceedings now would disrupt the Phase 1 proceeding without
a clear path as to how pre-served testimony, discovery and the evidentiary hearing happenings
would be incorporated into the Phase 2 proceeding. Adding these complications also goes to our
finding in the Order Denying Consolidation that consolidating these proceedings risks producing

a disorderly and unwieldy record.

Regarding OCA’s contention that the phases are inextricably interdependent, PPL
maintains that construction of Phase 1 will be required regardless of the construction of Phase 2.
Answer to Renewed Consolidation Motion at § 78. The Administrative Law Judges (ALJs)
presiding over the LON docket determined that whether or not Phase 1 and Phase 2 are
inextricably interdependent is a factual dispute among the parties, and the ALJs agreed with PPL
that determining the outcome of this factual dispute through a procedural motion prior to the

Phase 1 evidentiary hearing would be improper.

For these reasons, we deny the OCA’s Consolidation Motion; however, it is
appropriate now to stay the proceeding until a final Commission order is entered in the Phase 1
LON proceeding and the land-use litigation appeal before the Commonwealth Court involving

PPL’s prospective single large load customer is resolved as more fully discussed below.

On June 24, 2026, we issued an Order Denying Motion to Deny the Applications
and Petition Without Prejudice, citing, in part, the Commission's Interim Guidelines for the
Filing of Electric Transmission Line Siting Applications. That was because the Phase 2

proceeding was in its infancy. For example, it was not until July 10, 2026, that we held the

3 OCA suggests suspending the remainder to the Phase 1 procedural schedule until Phase 2 rebuttal
testimony is submitted and aligning the remaining litigation deadlines. Renewed Consolidation Motion at 10.
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Prehearing Conference here. At the Prehearing Conference, the parties worked tirelessly to craft
an agreeable procedural schedule, to include requests for multiple days of site visits and public
input hearings. Following the Prehearing Conference, many of the parties submitted legal
memoranda regarding their respective positions on whether we should allow site visits to take

place at properties other than those PPL’s proposed HV line would traverse.

Additionally, we are also the assigned presiding officers for a water territory
expansion application filed by Greater Hazleton Community Area New Development

Organization Inc. t/a CAN DO, INC. (CAN DO), at Docket No. A-2026-3059809.

On August 11, 2026, following the submission of multiple rounds of pre-served
testimony and public input hearings, we issued an order staying that proceeding and suspending
that litigation schedule. That was, in part, because we became aware — and took judicial notice —
of the Notice of Appeal filed by NP Hazleton Holdings 1, LLC v. Hazle Township Board of
Supervisors, in the Commonwealth Court, at Docket No. 827 CD 2026, filed on June 10, 2026.

Stated differently, CAN DQO’s application was proposing to provide water service
to a singular customer who was no longer merely awaiting perfunctory permit approvals, but
rather, is actively litigating an appeal to overturn the denial of NP Hazleton’s land development
plan. The lack of approval of NP Hazleton’s land development plan is at issue in the instant case
as well, since it is that land development plan that contemplates the erection of a data center by

the single large-load customer PPL seeks to serve, in part, by its Phase 2 proceeding.

Here, the denial of NP Hazleton’s land development plan, p/us the uncertainty of
the outcome of the Phase 1 LON proceeding, p/us the cost the Commission and the parties would
bear to continue forward with the standing Phase 2 procedural schedule, would be an imprudent
result. As such, we find it prudent to stay the instant proceeding and suspend the procedural

schedule.



Additionally, we will hold our ruling on whether properties other than those in
which the proposed HV line would traverse may request a site visit, in abeyance until litigation

at these dockets resume.

PPL is directed to file a status report, either: after a final Commission order is
entered in the Phase 1 LON proceeding, or six months from the date of this Order, whichever
occurs first. After receiving a status report, a status conference and/or further prehearing
conference may be schedule, and a procedural schedule may be reestablished, if necessary. Any

request to resume litigation at these dockets shall include a proposed procedural schedule.

ORDER
THEREFORE,
IT IS ORDERED:
1. That the Office of Consumer Advocate’s Renewed Motion for

Consolidation of Dockets A-2025-3059443 and A-2026-3061547 is denied.

2. That the procedural schedule established by the scheduling order is
suspended immediately upon the entry of this Order.

3. That the Applicant is directed to file a status report after a final
Commission order is entered in the Phase 1 LON proceeding, or six months from the date of this

Order, whichever occurs first.

4. That a status conference and/or further prehearing conference may be

scheduled, if necessary.
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Date: September 22. 2026

11

/s/

Emily A. Farren
Administrative Law Judge

/s/

Steven K. Haas
Administrative Law Judge



Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Served via USPS First-Class Mail September 22, 2026

Baidwan Investments LLC Mark L. Clark

9 Jennifer Lane 80 Red Rock Road
Sugarloaf, PA 18249 Sugarloaf, PA 18249
Donald Karpowich, Esq. Anthony J. & Erika L. Cook
85 Drasher Road 38 Red Rock Rd.

Drums, PA 18222 Sugarloaf, PA 18249-3333
Atty for Baidwan Investments LLC elcook33@gmail.com
Michael & Deena Bereznak Melanie M. Dagostin

6 Second St 3 Second St.

Sugarloaf, PA 18249 McAdoo, PA 18237
Francis J. & Jennifer P. Broyan Vincent & Veronica Dagostin
718 Zenith Rd. 136 Hilltop Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635-1819 Hazleton, PA 18201-5609

12


mailto:elcook33@gmail.com

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Joseph A. & Deborah A. Disabella Sr Served via USPS First-Class Mail September 22, 2026
437 Rock Glen Road
Sugarloaf, PA 18249 Humboldt Realty
c/o Romark Management LLC
Chris Slusser, Esq. 822 South Avenue W
1620 N. Church Street, Suite 1 Westfield, NJ 07090
Hazle Township, PA 18202
Atty for Joseph A. & Deborah A. Disabella Sr Humboldt Realty LP
822 South Avenue W
Michael Dunleavy Westfield, NJ 07090
P.O. Box 334

Nescopeck, PA 18635-1809
JOHN G. & MELISSA KRAMER

Jill Groce 122 SUGARLOAF MOUNTAIN DR
478 West County Rd SUGARLOAF, PA 18249-3220
Sugarloaf, PA 18249

George LaRock

101 Church Road

Sugarloaf, PA 18249
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Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Wendy LaRock and Patricia Kisenwether Robert J. Pope

96 Mt. Laurel Trail 210 Delaware Ave
Sugarloaf, PA 18249 West Pittston, PA 18643
Thomas John Marushin Robert J. Pope

566 State Route 93 223 Montgomery Ave.
Sugarloaf, PA 18249-3126 West Pittston, PA 18643
Michael Gill, Esquire Richard E. Angelo Family Ltd. Partnership
1684 South Broad Street P.O. Box 23

Suite 230 Conyngham, PA 18219-0029
PO Box 1479

Landsdale, PA 19446 Andrew J. & Susan K. Sanko
Atty for Thomas John Marushin 522 White Swan Way

Langhorne, PA 19047-2373
Robert J. Pope
922 Wyoming Ave
West Pittston, PA 18643-2743
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Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Served via USPS First-Class Mail September 22, 2026

Erik D. & Tiffany M. Sharkey Jason D. & Daniel E. Zola
477 W. County Rd P.O. Box 466

Sugarloaf, PA 18249 Conyngham, PA 18219
Sugar Maple Trails LLC Lynn R. & Jane A. Reakes
38 Red Rock Road & Glenda R. Johnson
Sugarloaf, PA 18249 196 Sugarloaf Mountain Dr.

Sugarloaf, Pa 18249
William John & Cynthia A. Tressler

Tressler Family Living Trust John F. & Jill M. Zola

29 Sugarloaf Mountain Dr 17 Dagostin Rd.
Sugarloaf, PA 18249-3215 Sugarloaf, PA 18249
James J. & Wendy M. Wolk Richard & Bridget Caputo
182 Sugarloaf Mountain Drive 9 Dagostin Rd.
Sugarloaf, PA 18249 Sugarloaf, PA 18249
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Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

John G. Dean, Esq. Served via USPS First-Class Mail September 22, 2026

ELLIOTT GREENLEAF, P.C.
15 Public Square, Suite 210

Timothy E. & Heather M. Dunn

Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701
jgd@elliottgreenleaf.com

Atty for John F. & Jill M. Zola
and Richard & Bridget Caputo

Louise A. Knight, Esq.

36110 Logan Ct., Unit 3B
Camp Hill, PA 17011
attylknight@gmail.com

Atty for John F. & Jill M. Zola
and Richard & Bridget Caputo
NP Hazleton Holdings 1 LLC

c/o Northpoint Development LLC

3315 North Oak Trafficway
Kansas City, MO 64116

91 Cross Valley Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635

Ralph and Nancy Ide
77 Cross Valley Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635

Kathy M. Unger
1485 Zenith Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635

Mark D. & Victoria J. Hileman
704 Berwick Hazleton Highway
Nescopeck, PA 18635
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Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Raymond E. & Nada N. Ryman, et al. Tammy B. Logan

51 Church Road PO Box 10

Nescopeck, PA 18635 Willow, AK 99688

Hannah N. Ryman & John P. Mentrikoski Kevin C. Drasher

42 Church Road 114 W Cherry Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635 Nescopeck, PA 18635
Denise Shelhamer Julie Rosato & Lee V. Rosato
58 Church Road 102 Church Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635 Nescopeck, PA 18635

Claudia Kline
70 Church Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635

Dennis J. & Bonnie J. Superko

28 Church Road
Nescopeck, PA 18635
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Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57
Subchapter G, for Approval to (1) Bifurcate and Rebuild 4.4 Miles of the Existing Sunbury-
Susquehanna #1 230 kV Transmission Line; (2) Construct 0.9 Miles of New Transmission Line
Tap for Future 230 kV Double-Circuit Operation; (3) Raise Approximately 0.5 Miles of the
Sunbury-Susquehanna 500 kV Transmission Line; and (4) Construct 11.2 Miles of New Double-
Circuit 230 kV Transmission Line for Future Double-Circuit 500 kV Capacity, Located in Black
Creek, Hazle, Hollenback, Nescopeck, and Sugarloaf Townships in Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania, Docket No. A-2026-3061547

Petition Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation For Findings That A Structure To Shelter Electrical
And Control Equipment At The Proposed Nescopeck Switchyard In Nescopeck Township,
Luzerne County, Pennsylvania Is Reasonably Necessary For The Convenience Or Welfare Of
The Public, Docket No. P-2026-3061609

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Under 15 Pa.C.S. § 1511(c) For A Finding And
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished By The Applicant Through Its Proposed
Exercise Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire A Certain Portion Of The Lands in Hazle
Township, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania For The Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line
Associated With The Proposed Sugarloaf 500/230 kV Transmission Line Project Is Necessary
Or Proper For The Service, Accommodation, Convenience, Or Safety Of The Public, Docket Nos.
A-2026-3061549, A-2026-3061550, A-2026-3061551, A-2026-3061552, A-2026-3061553, A-2026-
3061554, A-2026-3061555, A-2026-3061556, A-2026-3061557, A-2026-3061560, A-2026-3061561,
A-2026-3061562, A-2026-3061564, A-2026-3061566, A-2026-3061567, A-2026-3061568, A-2026-
3061569, A-2026-3061570, A-2026-3061571, A-2026-3061572, A-2026-3061573, A-2026-3061576,
A-2026-3061577, A-2026-3061578, A-2026-3061579, A-2026-3061581, A-2026-3061582, A-2026-
3061583, A-2026-3061584, and A-2026-3061585

(Revised June 22, 2026)

Served via eService September 22, 2026

Jacob Guthrie, Esq. David B. MacGregor, Esq.

Josiah B. Harmar, Esq. Garrett P. Lent, Esq.

Melanie Joy EI Atieh, Esq. Lindsay A. Berkstresser, Esq.

Office of Consumer Advocate Megan E. Rulli, Esq.

555 Walnut Street Forum Place, 5th Floor Hayley E. Wilburn, Esq.

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1923 Post & Schell, P.C.

JGuthrie@paoca.org 17 North Second Street, 12th Floor

JHarmar@paoca.org Harrisburg, PA 17101

MEIAtieh@paoca.org dmacgregor@postschell.com
glent@postschell.com

Michael J. Shafer, Esq. Iberkstresser@postschell.com

PPL Services Corporation mrulli@postschell.com

645 Hamilton Street, Suite 700 hwilburn@postschell.com

Allentown, PA 18101
mijshafer@pplweb.com
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