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John F, Johart-, Iatervenor 3ro se in the above oroceedings
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on suitability of nu2stions from the oard are and certainly will
ch)atinue to be frequently facters in deterinin~ the lens~th
of such oeriods.,
The ~rezt »“ractical 4iffizulty has come shen Tatervenor
"A* qust complete all his crose examination before Intervenor "3"
may %e~in, Iatarvenor "B" ig forcedi to ~uess correctly when he
should a»rear and incur "waiver”" of vartici-ation should he arrive
late. The oractical sutcome of this rule is to invite human frailty
to temntation to emer=ze to the loss of hearing time and nroductivity.
To illustrate this 4rawback, supisse all Intervensrs have
finished 2ross exania tion dut Intervenor I who believes in zood
faith ~sitness will be available to xim at 3:00 Z.i. Following
an answer from witness whick to Intervenor T's surorise makes
any further cuestions from him unnecessary at 2:15, Intervenor
Y sees the danger to Iantervenor Z of "waiving" cross exanination.
AS & "2vsHn with sentiments sizilar t5 Iatervan>y 2, 4o0es not
te current rule strongly te-»t Iantervencr Y to nrevent loss
£ In nor 2's risht to cross examine? And, zortainly In-
ervenor Y is somewhat unlikely to state the nature of
the situation, even though the Board mizht use a 45 minute
s~ace for other related matters. lnes-es and delays in trans-
fizulties in the future.
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Iatervensar 1erehr zoves the 3card spa-t rarties the ri-ht
(suhject to nroaibtion fer ahuse) to bezin eross exanminatian of
a vitnzes or vitness p»anel althoush the vroceeding cross examiner
has not co~nleted "is exanination.
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Ta aiiitisn, the Motion would tend to egqualize the oovnosing
views 3r4cedurallv. T™his is 1esirable, varticularly hetween
Anslisant and Intsrvensrs, who are the most clearly defined
rivale in this proceeding. A3nlicent with several paid counsel,
and havinz largely made its case through its pre-nearing filings,
nas no burdens that require itscounsel to wait tarough periods
»f uneertain length,uncompensated. This constrasts with an
Intervanor “ho risksunremunerated wait unless the 3Board grants
this right. Such waits are lizely to result in dislocated or
yneartain astivities for an Intervencr on the Tcllowing day as
w#well., The Intervenors pro se inecl: ude two attornerys, two =Zraduate
neers, a law graiuate, and a chysician. It is not that
these persons have seriosus obligations, alone, but also that
+he suprrent sracedure reans little benefif.unless a oarty un-
willinzly loses cross exazination richts. Otherwise the total
ernss examination time would not be chanced. Ilorecver, the above
nas inlicated ways in which the current requirezent nay s’ ow down
or “urden the orocesdings with frustration.

Finall~-, this Iatervencr believes the rule chills the partici-
sation 27 the publie by not »erzittiag a measurse which would reduce
tha a3st to intervenors to particivcate with benefit o the hearings
srorress as well., Surely, nudlie narticisation throue: the interven-
tion "rocess i3 not be discourazed in a decision lilkely ¥o el ffect
the lifstime of the Jouston participants.
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