\'theuapplicationskés thus coﬁditionedi Its exceptioﬁs to
';the ipitia1 decision’éré limitgd;to the Examiner'sg con-k 
clﬁsiéﬁs~respecting applicantS' obligatiohs'under,Segtioh
10 (h) of the Acf; prohiﬁiting restraintéyof grade (16“
U.S.C. 803 (h)). S

‘A,  The Massachusetts Municipals'Antitrust Contention

and Towh of Wakefield, Massachusetts, joint intérvéners‘in ﬁhése
Proceedings, raige the issue ag ﬁo whether aéplicants are in
compliance with Section 10 (h). The burden of ﬁheir claim
'apparently is‘that appiicants are party to the concerted
excluéion of tﬁe municipalg fromwarious bulk pbwer pfojects,
which are being developed or planned in New England. They
argue that thig exclusion is being accdmplished; at least:in
-part, by barring the‘municipals froﬁ the regiénal‘planning
~activities conducted under the auspices of the Electric

Coordinating Councii of New England.‘~It should be noted




