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an applicant shall be determined as of 
the date the proceeding was initiated. 

(d) An applicant who owns an unin-
corporated business will be considered 
an ‘‘individual’’ rather than a ‘‘sole 
owner of an unincorporated business’’ 
if the issues on which the applicant 
prevails are related primarily to per-
sonal interests rather than to business 
interests. 

(e) The employees of an applicant in-
clude all persons who regularly per-
form services for remuneration for the 
applicant, under the applicant’s direc-
tion and control. Part-time employees 
shall be included on a proportional 
basis. 

(f) The net worth and number of em-
ployees of the applicant and all of its 
affiliates shall be aggregated to deter-
mine eligibility. Any individual, cor-
poration, or other entity that directly 
or indirectly controls or owns a major-
ity of the voting shares or other inter-
est of the applicant, or any corporation 
or other entity of which the applicant 
directly or indirectly owns or controls 
a majority of the voting shares or 
other interest, will be considered an af-
filiate for purposes of this part, unless 
the administrative law judge deter-
mines that such treatment would be 
unjust and contrary to the purposes of 
the Act in light of the actual relation-
ship between the affiliated entities. In 
addition, the administrative law judge 
may determine that financial relation-
ships of the applicant other than those 
described in this paragraph constitute 
special circumstances that would make 
an award unjust. 

(g) An applicant that participates in 
a proceeding primarily on behalf of one 
or more other persons or entities that 
would be ineligible is not itself eligible 
for an award. 

[46 FR 48209, Oct. 1, 1981, as amended at 54 FR 
10332, Mar. 13, 1989] 

§ 826.5 Standards for awards. 
(a) A prevailing applicant may re-

ceive an award for fees and expenses in-
curred in connection with a proceeding, 
or in a significant and discrete sub-
stantive portion of the proceeding, un-
less the position of the agency over 
which the applicant has prevailed was 
substantially justified. The burden of 
proof that an award should not be 

made to an eligible prevailing appli-
cant is on the agency counsel, who may 
avoid an award by showing that the 
agency’s position was reasonable in law 
and fact. 

(b) An award will be reduced or de-
nied if the applicant has unduly or un-
reasonably protracted the proceeding 
or if special circumstances make the 
award sought unjust. 

§ 826.6 Allowable fees and expenses. 
(a) Awards will be based on rates cus-

tomarily charged by persons engaged 
in the business of acting as attorneys, 
agents, and expert witnesses, even if 
the services were made available with-
out charge or at a reduced rate to the 
applicant. 

(b)(1) No award for the fee of an at-
torney or agent under these rules may 
exceed $75 indexed as follows: 
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The CPI to be used is the annual aver-
age CPI, All Urban Consumers, U.S. 
City Average, All Items, except where 
a local, All Item index is available. 
Where a local index is available, but re-
sults in a manifest inequity vis-a-vis 
the U.S. City Average, the U.S. City 
Average may be used. The numerator 
of that equation is the yearly average 
for the year(s) the services were pro-
vided, with each year calculated sepa-
rately. If an annual average CPI for a 
particular year is not yet available, the 
prior year’s annual average CPI shall 
be used. This formula increases the $75 
statutory cap by indexing it to reflect 
cost of living increases, as authorized 
in 5 U.S.C. 504(b)(1)(A)(ii). Application 
of these increased rate caps requires af-
firmative findings under § 821.6(c) of 
this chapter. For ease of application, 
available U.S. City figures are repro-
duced as follows: 
1981 ........................................ 90.9 
1982 ........................................ 96.5 
1983 ........................................ 99.6 
1984 ........................................ 103.9 
1985 ........................................ 107.6 
1986 ........................................ 109.6 
1987 ........................................ 113.6 
1988 ........................................ 118.3 
1989 ........................................ 124.0 
1990 ........................................ 130.7 
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1991 ........................................ 136.2 
1992 ........................................ 140.3 
1993 ........................................ 144.5 

(2) No award to compensate an expert 
witness may exceed the highest rate at 
which the agency pays expert wit-
nesses. However, an award may also in-
clude the reasonable expenses of the at-
torney, agent, or witness as a separate 
item, if the attorney, agent, or witness 
ordinarily charges clients separately 
for such expenses. 

(c) In determining the reasonableness 
of the fee sought for an attorney, 
agent, or expert witness, the adminis-
trative law judge shall consider the fol-
lowing: 

(1) If the attorney, agent, or witness 
is in private practice, his or her cus-
tomary fee for similar services, or if an 
employee of the applicant, the fully al-
located cost of the services; 

(2) The prevailing rate for similar 
services in the community in which the 
attorney, agent, or witness ordinarily 
performs services; 

(3) The time actually spent in the 
representation of the applicant; 

(4) The time reasonably spent in light 
of the difficulty or complexity of the 
issues in the proceeding; and 

(5) Such other factors as may bear on 
the value of the services provided. 

(d) The reasonable cost of any study, 
analysis, engineering report, test, 
project, or similar matter prepared on 
behalf of a party may be awarded, to 
the extent that the charge for the serv-
ice does not exceed the prevailing rate 
for similar services, and the study or 
other matter was necessary for prepa-
ration of the applicant’s case. 

[46 FR 48209, Oct. 1, 1981, as amended at 58 FR 
21544, Apr. 22, 1993; 59 FR 30531, June 14, 1994] 

§ 826.7 Rulemaking on maximum rates 
for attorney fees. 

(a) In addition to increases based on 
cost of living (see § 826.6), attorney fees 
in some or all of the proceedings cov-
ered by this part may also be increased 
beyond the statutory cap of $75 if war-
ranted by special factors (such as lim-
ited availability of attorneys qualified 
to handle certain types of proceedings). 
The Board will conduct any rule-
making proceedings for this purpose 
under the informal rulemaking proce-

dures of the Administrative Procedure 
Act. 

(b) Any person may file with the 
Board a petition for rulemaking to in-
crease the maximum rate for attorney 
fees by demonstrating that a special 
factor(s) justifies a higher fee. The pe-
tition shall identify the rate the peti-
tioner believes the Board should estab-
lish and the proceeding(s) or types of 
proceedings in which the rate should be 
used. It should also explain fully the 
reasons why the higher rate is war-
ranted. The Board will respond to the 
petition within 60 days after it is filed, 
by initiating a rulemaking proceeding, 
denying the petition, or taking other 
appropriate action. 

[58 FR 21545, Apr. 22, 1993] 

§ 826.8 Awards against the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 

When an applicant is entitled to an 
award because it prevails over an agen-
cy of the United States that partici-
pates in a proceeding before the Board 
and takes a position that is not sub-
stantially justified, the award shall be 
made against that agency. 

Subpart B—Information Required 
From Applicants 

§ 826.21 Contents of application. 
(a) An application for an award of 

fees and expenses under the Act shall 
identify the applicant and the pro-
ceeding for which an award is sought. 
The application shall show that the ap-
plicant has prevailed and identify the 
position of the agency in the pro-
ceeding that the applicant alleges was 
not substantially justified. Unless the 
applicant is an individual, the applica-
tion shall also state the number of em-
ployees of the applicant and describe 
briefly the type and purpose of its or-
ganization or business. 

(b) The application shall also include 
a statement that the applicant’s net 
worth does not exceed $2 million (if an 
individual) or $7 million (for all other 
applicants, including their affiliates). 
However, an applicant may omit this 
statement if: 

(1) It attaches a copy of a ruling by 
the Internal Revenue Service that it 
qualifies as an organization described 
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