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countervailing obligation on the pur-
chaser, and an unexecuted contract po-
tentially ties up transmission facili-
ties, thus jeopardizing the availability 
and price for subsequent requests that 
would use the same facilities. However, 
at a minimum, a transmitting utility 
should permit the party requesting 
transmission services sufficient time 
to review service agreements and co-
ordinate multiple stages of joint trans-
actions. 

(5) If the transmitting utility deter-
mines that it must construct addi-
tional facilities or modify existing fa-
cilities to provide all or part of the re-
quested services, it must: 

(i) Identify the specific constraints 
and their duration that prevent it from 
providing all the requested services and 
explain how these constraints prevent 
it from providing all the requested 
services or the desired level of firm-
ness. 

(ii) Provide to the applicant all stud-
ies, computer input and output data, 
planning, operating and other docu-
ments, work papers, assumptions and 
any other material that forms the 
basis for determining the constraints. 

(iii) Offer to the applicant an execut-
able agreement under which the appli-
cant agrees to reimburse the transmit-
ting utility for all costs of performing 
any studies necessary to determine 
what changes to the transmitting util-
ity’s grid are needed to overcome the 
constraint and provide the requested 
services, their cost, and the estimated 
time to complete them. At a minimum, 
the proposed agreement should contain 
the following: 

(A) An estimate of the cost of the 
study and the time required to com-
plete it, and 

(B) A commitment to supply to the 
party requesting transmission services 
all computer input and output data, 
planning, operating and other docu-
ments, work papers, assumptions and 
any other material used to perform the 
study. 

(iv) If a transmitting utility deter-
mines that it can provide part but not 
all of the requested services without 
building new facilities, it should in-
form the applicant of any portion of 
the requested services that can be per-
formed without constructing addi-

tional facilities or modifying existing 
facilities. In effect, the transmitting 
utility may be able to treat such a re-
quest as two separate transactions— 
one for service on existing facilities 
and the other as a request involving ex-
pansion decisions. Furthermore, where 
there are alternative, less expensive 
means of satisfying all or a portion of 
a transmission request, the Commis-
sion expects the transmitting utility to 
explore such alternatives (e.g., redis-
patching certain generating units to 
alleviate a constraint). 

[58 FR 38969, July 21, 1993] 

§ 2.21 Regional Transmission Groups. 

(a) General policy. The Commission 
encourages Regional Transmission 
Groups (RTGs) as a means of enabling 
the market for electric power to oper-
ate in a more competitive and efficient 
way. The Commission believes that 
RTGs can provide a means of coordi-
nating regional planning of the trans-
mission system and assuring that sys-
tem capabilities are always adequate 
to meet system demands. RTG agree-
ments that contain components that 
satisfy paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section generally will be considered to 
be just, reasonable, and not unduly dis-
criminatory or preferential under the 
Federal Power Act (FPA). The Com-
mission encourages RTG agreements 
that contain as much detail as possible 
in all of the components listed, par-
ticularly if the RTG participants will 
be seeking Commission deference to de-
cisions reached under an RTG agree-
ment. 

(b) Organizational components. (1) An 
RTG agreement should provide for 
broad membership and, at a minimum, 
allow any entity that is subject to, or 
eligible to apply for, an order under 
section 211 of the FPA to be a member. 
An RTG agreement should encompass 
an area of sufficient size and con-
tiguity to enable members to provide 
transmission services in a reliable, effi-
cient, and competitive manner. 

(2) An RTG agreement should provide 
a means of adequate consultation and 
coordination with relevant state regu-
latory, siting, and other authorities. 

(3) An RTG agreement should include 
fair and nondiscriminatory governance 
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and decision making procedures, in-
cluding voting procedures. 

(c) Other components. (1) An RTG 
agreement should impose on member 
transmitting utilities an obligation to 
provide transmission services for other 
members, including the obligation to 
enlarge facilities, on a basis that is 
consistent with sections 205, 206, 211, 
212 and 213 of the FPA. To the extent 
practicable and known, the RTG agree-
ment should specify the terms and con-
ditions under which transmission serv-
ices will be offered. 

(2) An RTG agreement should re-
quire, at a minimum, the development 
of a coordinated transmission plan on a 
regional basis and the sharing of trans-
mission planning information, with the 
goal of efficient use, expansion, and co-
ordination of the interconnected elec-
tric system on a grid-wide basis. An 
RTG agreement should provide mecha-
nisms to incorporate the transmission 
needs of non-members into regional 
plans. An RTG agreement should in-
clude as much detail as possible with 
regard to operational and planning pro-
cedures. 

(3) An RTG agreement should include 
voluntary dispute resolution proce-
dures that provide a fair alternative to 
resorting in the first instance to sec-
tion 206 complaints or section 211 pro-
ceedings. 

(4) An RTG agreement should include 
an exit provision for RTG members 
that leave the RTG, specifying the ob-
ligations of a departing member. 

(d) Filing procedures. Any proposed 
RTG agreement that in any manner af-
fects or relates to the transmission of 
electric energy in interstate commerce 
by a public utility, or rates or charges 
for such transmission, must be filed 
with the Commission. Any public util-
ity member of a proposed RTG may file 
the RTG agreement with the Commis-
sion on behalf of the other public util-
ity members under section 205 of the 
FPA. 

[58 FR 41632, Aug. 5, 1993] 

§ 2.22 Pricing policy for transmission 
services provided under the Fed-
eral Power Act. 

(a) The Commission has adopted a 
Policy Statement on its pricing policy 
for transmission services provided 

under the Federal Power Act. That 
Policy Statement can be found at 69 
FERC 61,086. The Policy Statement 
constitutes a complete description of 
the Commission’s guidelines for assess-
ing the pricing proposals. Paragraph 
(b) of this section is only a brief sum-
mary of the Policy Statement. 

(b) The Commission endorses trans-
mission pricing flexibility, consistent 
with the principles and procedures set 
forth in the Policy Statement. It will 
entertain transmission pricing pro-
posals that do not conform to the tra-
ditional revenue requirement as well as 
proposals that conform to the tradi-
tional revenue requirement. The Com-
mission will evaluate ‘‘conforming’’ 
transmission pricing proposals using 
the following five principles, described 
more fully in the Policy Statement. 

(1) Transmission pricing must meet 
the traditional revenue requirement. 

(2) Transmission pricing must reflect 
comparability. 

(3) Transmission pricing should pro-
mote economic efficiency. 

(4) Transmission pricing should pro-
mote fairness. 

(5) Transmission pricing should be 
practical. 

(c) Under these principles, the Com-
mission will also evaluate ‘‘non-con-
forming’’ proposals which do not meet 
the traditional revenue requirement, 
and will require such proposals to con-
form to the comparability principle. 
Non-conforming proposals must in-
clude an open access comparability 
tariff and will not be allowed to go into 
effect prior to review and approval by 
the Commission under procedures de-
scribed in the Policy Statement. 

[59 FR 55039, Nov. 3, 1994] 

§ 2.23 Use of reserved authority in hy-
dropower licenses to ameliorate cu-
mulative impacts. 

The Commission will address and 
consider cumulative impact issues at 
original licensing and relicensing to 
the fullest extent possible consistent 
with the Commission’s statutory re-
sponsibility to avoid undue delay in 
the relicensing process and to avoid 
undue delay in the amelioration of in-
dividual project impacts at relicensing. 
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