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Dear Mr. man "g
This is in response to your letter of January 10, 1979 suggesting that
the Commission fund intervention in the Palo Verde proceedings.

The Commission has previously considered the question of intervenor
funding and decided against it in general. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(Financial Assistance to Participants in Commission Proceedings), 4 NRC
494 (1976). The Commission is currently considering whether it should-
draft a bill to reform the nuclear licensing process and what form such
a bill might take, and it is again considering the issue of intervenor
funding in that context. The desirability of funding without Congres-
sional authorization and the Commission's authority to do so are matters
of current discussion. In addition, no party to the proceeding has
requested fedir.9, and.you do not contend that it is especially required
here.
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Finally, the fact that a Commissioner will sit on the panel does not
sufficiently distinguish Palo Verde from other Commission licensing
proceedings so that the Commission could fund intervention here witnout

.

setting .a substantial precedent for other cases.

Therefore, we do not believe it appropriate to provide intervenor funding
in the Palo Verde proceeding. We are fully aware of your support for the
concept of intervenor funding and will consider your views in our consid-
eration of this issue. ~

'ncerely,
.

Jose M. Hendrie

cc: Attorneys for all parties
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