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(5) An indication of the reduction in
the wholesale rate necessary to elimi-
nate the price squeeze alleged.

(b) Where price squeeze is alleged,
the Commission shall, in the order
granting intervention, direct the Ad-
ministrative Law Judge to convene a
prehearing conference within 15 days
from the date of the order for the pur-
pose of hearing intervenors’ request for
data required to present their case, in-
cluding prima facie showing, on price
squeeze issues.

(c) Within 30 days from the date of
the conference the filing utility shall
respond to the data requests authorized
by the Administrative Law Judge.

(d) Within 30 days from the filing
utility’s response, the intervenors shall
file their case-in-chief on price squeeze
issues, which shall include their prima
facie case, unless filed previously.

(e) The burden of proof (i.e. the risk
of nonpersuasion) to rebut the allega-
tions of price squeeze and to justify the
proposed rates are on the utility pro-
posing the rates under section 205(e) of
the Federal Power Act.

(f) In proceedings where price squeeze
is an issue, the Secretary shall include
the state commission, agency or body
which is responsible for regulation of
retail rates in the state affected in the
service list maintained under
§385.2010(c) of this chapter.

[Order 563, 42 FR 16132, Mar. 25, 1977, as
amended by Order 225, 47 FR 19054, May 3,
1982]

§2.18 Phased electric rate increase fil-
ings.

(@) In general, when a public utility
files a phased rate increase, the Com-
mission will determine the appropriate
suspension period based on the total in-
crease requested in all phases. If a util-
ity files a rate increase within sixty
days after filing another rate increase,
the Commission will consider the fil-
ings together to be a phased rate in-
crease request.

(b) This policy will not be applied if
the increase is phased:

(1) To coordinate with new facilities
coming on line;

(2) To implement a rate moderation
plan;

(3) To avoid price squeeze;
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(4) To comply with a settlement ap-
proved by the Commission; or

(5) If the utility makes a convincing
showing that application of the policy
would be harsh and inequitable and
that, therefore, good cause has been
shown not to apply the policy in the
case.

[52 FR 11, Jan. 11, 1987]

§2.19 State and Federal comprehen-
sive plans.

(@) In determining whether the pro-
posed hydroelectric project is best
adapted to a comprehensive plan under
section (10)(a)(1) of the Federal Power
Act for improving or developing a wa-
terway, the Commission will consider
the extent to which the project is con-
sistent with a comprehensive plan
(where one exists) for improving, devel-
oping, or conserving a waterway or wa-
terways affected by the project that is
prepared by:

(1) An agency established pursuant to
Federal law that has the authority to
prepare such a plan, or

(2) A state agency, of the state in
which the facility is or will be located,
authorized to conduct such planning
pursuant to state law.

(b) The Commission will treat as a
state or Federal comprehensive plan a
plan that:

(1) Is a comprehensive study of one or
more of the beneficial uses of a water-
way or waterways;

(2) Includes a description of the
standards applied, the data relied upon,
and the methodology used in preparing
the plan; and

(3) Is filed with the Secretary of the
Commission.

[Order 481-A, 53 FR 15804, May 4, 1988]

§2.20 Good faith requests for trans-
mission services and good faith re-
sponses by transmitting utilities.

(a) General Policy. (1) This Statement
of Policy is adopted in furtherance of
the goals of sections 211(a) and 213(a) of
the Federal Power Act, as amended and
added by the Energy Policy Act of 1992.

(2) Under section 211(a), the Commis-
sion may issue an order requiring a
transmitting utility to provide trans-
mission services (including any en-
largement of transmission capacity
necessary to provide such services)



