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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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