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The right‘is‘recognized in Eastern Railroad Presidents

Conference v. Nderr'Motor Freight, 1ﬁc.,,365 U.S}v1273(1961),

~and United Mine Workers of'Améfica v. Pennington,‘381TU;S;~657;‘J4'

669-670 (1965) . l -
There is no reason, it is submitted, th ﬁhefmﬁnicipéi S

utilities and the investor-owned utilities cannot exercise

- their unfettered right to diSputeyabéut'public pbiicy with

one hand while cooperating in regional planning~wiﬁh the

othér. It is not denied, certainly, that there afe some

areas where public pollcy and system planning merge (the o

de31rabillty of the Unlted States' bulldlng the~Dickey-Lin¢din;

School project is an example), but also it is clear that there

are many areas where they are quite discrete. The CommiSSLOn s

experience has demonstrated that the publicly ownéd and

investor-owned segments of the industry are capable of o

cooperating when the need is made plain and that the dooper-

ation may be mutually beneficial and much less difficult than
either side had thought. To say that the municipals may be
| permanently excluded from»régional planning because they are

at loggerheads with the private segment on certain policy
questions would be to put them at a disadvantage whlch would

be crippling and perhaps eventually fatal to their generating

and bulk power programs




