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AtittfogrWfort 	cari.,113AcT 13D:Twarl‘ 
003 loal$ V 	,AND R 'RESEARCH MgArkt 

AND AU` HO 	TO HbLO A 'POW; HEARING 

In the';Spring Of 19,74.,, 	Divition as 4a(f4ge#04frr CEO, 
PTC:tkarP,4: a 41'1:ifi 	 prOkial;,t8 	their 
exiStinglOtt-IJanding Marine tc000010440 1'30000 
DWT pil,tankers, Asa result of 'the Circulara:zatiOh-of the 
4rkft gtR, the Division reteivednUteroUt negative-Comments 
on the-EIR. As a. result Of the numerous comments 
r• eqUested. that the transaction bp -404 in abeyance pending 
reevaluatiOn of the projectlind-to have time to respond to 
the , coMMents generated On the EIR. 

P, 043!  14s, now approached the Divition with *staledrdoWn 
(900.00 DWT tankext),  version of the exPantion-prOjeCt,and 
has also proVided' responses ;.;othe comments on the,.EIR. Staff 
is Of the opinion that, it would be appropriate to -hire. a 
consultant to review the doc4Mentation-and prepare an objective; 
unbiated environmental impact report , on the Project, mithwhich‘ 
the dommitsion,can.better:assest the projectand; make decisions 
accordingly. de

fray 	
to existing regulations anclguidelines, 

P.G.,4E, will defray all costs associated,  With the lAVisionls 
envirenmental dOcument procesting, including,  the de tract 
recommended herein. 

In accordance with established guidelines, the Division. Sent 
out "Reqdestt for PrOposals" to 6 firts 	periendedin, the 
preparation and review of environment 	.,00utents. Of the 
3 prOpesals received', one was judged by staff to be in full 
compliance with the standards set forth inthe request for 
proposal and generally superior to the other proposals. 
While the,  firm of URS Research Company did aet submit the,  
lowett bid, its proposal did not change the UP at did. the 
low,bidderi and its experience, organiiation, technical 
qualifications and- ,past performance on marine-or,: tinted 

 assessments led to its selection as best fulfilling 
Division requirements. 

In order to insure adequate inpOt to the •EIR review process 
and because Of the controversial nature of this project, it 
is proposed that the Executive Officer or his deSignee be 
authorized to conduct a public hearing to receive comments on 
the revised draft EIR, tt is likely' that the hearing would 
be held ih the Monterey 4y area in order to afford those •  not 
directly affected an opportunity to cottent. 

IT IS RECOMMENDEDTHAT THE COMMISSION: 

APTRORIZt 'fliE EXECUTION OF A 'CONTRACT WITH,  URS RESEARCH 
COMPANY t0';PROVIDE CONSULTATIVE SERVICES TQ'THE: puntoN, 
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IN TEVIEWINq AND PkEPOINO: ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION ON 
pAcipit dAsAmniitTlup COMPANY'S MOSS LANDING MARINE 
TERMINAL PROJ401 •kOVIDED, THAT ,ALL .0411$ ASSOCIATED 
WITH TflE_PAEWATIOCANDItEVtEW OP;ENVIIONMENTAL DOCUMENTS 
SHALT, EA ORIOV'PAtIng GAS ANTI WOTATc COMPANY. 

AUTHORIZE THE EXECUTIVE ()Malt; OR. HISDESIIME8,,TO HOLD 
A 1)014ani4RI:00 1074 MOTARty 	Mkt* THE xpaplip 
lottOTEIWIROmENTAL IMPACT ,A OR` TQ ,PACIFIC 
OAS Afili:ni&TOOPMOW$ TRO*LIWWANDTHEIAlgiss 
'14041.0 kOIWTOWNA.4,  


